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LONDON, FEBRUARY 18, 1865. 
—_o—_-—- 

WE ARE REQUESTED TO ANNOUNCE that the Right 
Hon. the Lord Chief Justice Erle will preside at the 
fifth anniversary festival for the benefit of the Solicitors’ 

senevolent Association, to take place in June next, at 
the Freemasons’ Tavern. We trust that the profession 
will make a point of attending, at once to do sens to 
the chairman and this valuable charity. 

WE HAVE THE HIGHEST RESPECT for the “great un- 
paid:” we consider the gratuitous performance of a 
great public duty by the gentry of England as by no 
means the least important peculiarity of our constitu- 
tion: but we are constrained to admit that this institu- 
tion is not entirely free from the imperfections which 
cleaves to all human affairs, Some of the reeorded 
decisions at petty sessions are, to us at least, inexplicable. 
We found lately in the daily press an account of 
one of these judicial curiosities. In a provincial seaport 
town a man was charged before the magistrates with 
setting fire to his chimney. The defendant was said to 
have quarrelled with his wife about her crinoline, an 
article of dress which he would not allow her to wear. 
He took it from her, put her out of the house, and then, 
pushing the crinoline up the chimney, set fire to it by 
upsetting a paraflin oil lamp into the fireplace, by which 
means he set the chimney on fire. The bench told him 
he was liable to a penalty of £5, but they only inflicted 
a fine of ten shillings “ under the cireuwmstances.” 

Under the circumstances! What cirewnstances ? Does 
the fact that man has so little control over his own 
temper that in wantonly destroying his own property 
he recklessly risks that of his neighbour constitute an 
“extenuating circumstance?” Or will he rely in miti- 
gation of the penalty due to his offence on the cirewn- 
stance that his wife had irritated him by wearing an 
objectionable article of dress?) We see no objection 
to his forcing her to lay it aside if he could do so 
without breaking the law. Or is the “cireonstance 
attenuante” simply that the man had gallantly thrown 
himself into the breach, and done that which most 
of us long to do, and none of us dare attempt; de- 
stroyed his wife’s crinoline ?) We think it must be so ; 
but while we sympathise with the husbands on the 
bench, we cannot follow the judicial reasoning of their 
worships. 

“Crinoline is a most dangerous thing ;” true; but 
achimney once set on fire might be the means of an 
extensive destruciion of life and property, such as all 
crinolines, from the invention thereot to this day, have 
not caused, and the penalty attached to the offence 
charged was intended to prevent conflacrations. Be- 
sides there was a very riot of recklessness in the man- 
ner of the act which would seem to us to negative any 
possible suggestion which might be made in mitigation. 

If a husband, unable to overcome his wife’s perversity 
by any milder measures, chooses to destroy an_ offend- 
ing article of dress, he may indeed deserve the sym- 
nathies not only of a bench of justices, but of all the— 

ienpecked and other—husbands in England; but if 
in the exercise of his right to destroy that which is 
his own, he violates the law to the possible injury of 
his neighbours, 











” 


“The man may pity, yet the judge condemns ; 
and we can see no ground for fany relief from the 
due punishment. 





THE SAFFRON-HILL MURDER, as it is called, presents 
features of an unwonted description, and such as have 
been rarely met with in the annals of crime. Several: 
Italians were concerned in a disturbance at the Golden 
Anchor, and two of them, Serafino Pellizzioni and Gre- 
gorio Mogni “ran a muck” amongst a crowd of English- 
men, of whom several were wounded, and one died of 
his wounds. Pellizzioni was convicted of the murder, 
and Mogni was known to have escaped, but no charge 
was made against him. The execution of Pellizzioni 
has been fixed for Wednesday, the 22nd instant. Last 
week Mogni was discovered at Birmingham, and when 
he heard of the conviction and condemnation of Pelliz- 
zioni, Whom he claimed as a relation, he voluntarily con- 
fessed and asserted himself to be the slayer of Michael 
Harrington. Meantime the minutes fly on, and the day 
of execution approaches. The self-accused man is had 
up before the magistrates twice and remanded, and 
ultimately, on Tuesday last, was fully committed to 
take his trial for the murder of Michael Harrington. 
The trial cannot take place before the day fixed 
for the execution of Pellizzioni, and the authorities 
will be called upon to decide whether a reprieve 
shall be granted in the ease of the condemned man, 
or whether, in the events which have —e 
they will feel justified in letting the law take its 
course. Why the custom should prevail we are at a 
loss to understand ; but it is a well-established custom 
not to inflict the last penalty in a case where a reprieve 
has onee been granted. It is quite possible that the 
effect of the conviction of Mogni, if he be con- 
victed, would not be to acquit Pellizzioni, but who 
is to decide that point before the trial has taken 
place?) Already a memorial to the Home Secretary 
has been sent in, praying for a commutation of 
the sentence, and that, we believe, before the cap- 
ture of Mogni took place ; but, even with the additional 
fact of the committal for trial, the Home Secretary will 
have a difficult task, unless he can decide upon recom- 
mending a commutation of the sentence for reasons 
apart from those generally known. What then is to be 
done? Is the real murderer, assuming him to be so, 
to escape because another comes forward and con- 
fesses to having committed the crime? or, are 
two men to be hanged for a crime confessedly com- 
mitted by only one of them? There is little doubt 
that the guilt lies between the two, but we can scarcely 
hang one while the trial of the other is pending. It is 
better to err on the side of merey, and, therefore, wniless 
the usual custom can be departed from in this case, 
there seems to be no alternative but a reprieve for 
Pellizzioni, and his imprisonment during her Majesty’s 
pleasure, which term may be extended for the life of 
the prisoner, or exchanged for a free pardon, according 
to circumstances. —_—— 

WE ARE INFORMED that it is intended to confer the 
rank of Queen’s Counsel on Mr. Joshua Williams, the 
eminent conveyancer, on Mr. De Gex, the veteran re- 
porter, and on Mr. E. F. Smith, of the Equity Bar. 


WE DESIRE TO CALL THE ATTENTION of the profession 
to the following extracts from a document in our posses- 
sion which is issued as a 

“ Prospectus of the National Registry and Trade Pro- 
tection Offices, established 1856, for the protection of 
merchants, tradesmen, and the community at large from 
fraud; for the collection of debts on a speedy and econo- 
mical principle, and for affording the best information 
obtainable as to the commercial standing of persons ap- 
plying for credit. 

“Chief offices—97, Newgate-strect, London, F.C. 

“ London Solieitor—John Todd, Esq., at these oflices, 
and at 75, Newgate-street, F.C. 

“Collection of debts department.—Subscribers are 
entitled to have any nwnber of accounts collected in any 
pe of the United Kingdom during their term of mem- 

ership at a charge of two and a-half per cent. upon the 
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amount peer recovered, They are also entitled to 
the professional assistance of a solicitor in the recovery 
of their accounts in the superior and other courts; and 
when the law costs are not recovered from the debtor, the 
subscriber is only responsible for the fees that may have 
been actually paid in the prosecution of the case. 

“One solicitor is always in attendance at this office to 
attend to any personal application from subscribers, and 
whose advice and instructions subscribers are entitled to, 
free of charge.” 

That there are men in the profession who act on the 
“no cure no pay” gence is a fact which we have, of 
course, known and lamented; but that any solicitor 
should be found ready and w illing to exhibit himself in 
print as the man who would do such a thing, almost 
exceeds belief. The questions, what should be done with 
such men? and what power, if any, the profession has 
either by internal regulations or the assistance of the 
law to protect itself against practitioners of this class ? 
well deserve the most serious consideration of the 
various law societies, 

ONE OF THOSE “scENES” which are, we regret to 

say, becoming only too common in some of the inferior 
courts, took place last week in the Thames Police 
Court. It appears that on the 24th of January, a person 
named Gruit attended that court and asked advice of 
Mr. Paget, the sitting magistrate, with reference to a 
matter of complaint which he had, or believed himself 
to have, against a friendly society in Liverpool. Mr. 
Paget, it appears also, declined to entertain the applica- 
tion, and he is re ported further to have advised the ap- 
plicant “to write to the manager or secretary at the head 
office, No. 16, Prescot-street, Liv erpool, and also to Mr. 
David W ellspring, of 149, Pentonville- hill, keep copies 
of his letters, and demand immediate answers. He was 
very much afraid that the Society might be a deception. 
People ought to be very cautious in joining benefit 
societies. which appointed out-door collectors. There 
vere respectable and well-established benefit societies in 
the district which did not have recourse to the expe- 
dients of the socicty complained of and others of a 
similar nature.” 

It is obvious that these remarks must be understood 
on the assumption that the complaint which had been 
made was well founded, and cannot be taken to be any 
confirmation of the charge on the part of the magistrate. 
The society, however, seem to have considered them- 
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selves aggrieved by these remarks, and, accordingly, they 
last week instructed counsel to attend the court and | 
make a statement for the purpose of convincing the 


magistrate that he had been imposed upon by the person 
who made 
being a “deception” 
prosperity. 

Mr. Paget, as might have been expected, very pro- 
perly (if he will permit us to say so) declined to permit 


is in a state of the highest possible 


the time of the public to be oceupied by a matter of 


that sort ; at the same time he offered, if they had any 
complaint to make, to hear it. 

So far, so good; and we have nota word to say against 
any of the actors in the case. But now comes the scene. 

According to a report issued upon the authority ofthe 

society itse Af, the following altercation occurred:— 

Mr. Metealfe.—Exeuse me for saying if there is any incon- 
venience it has been brought on by the magistrate making 
remarks in a case in which he believed he had no juris- 
diction. 

Mr. Paget.—I believe the only action I took in the 
matter, if IT am right in my recollection, was this:—An ap- 
plication was made to me which I considered, under the 
cireumstances, I had no jurisdiction to entertain, It was 
then stated to me, in the course of the proceedings by the 
complainant (a statement for which T am in no respect 
answerable), as to the great hardship he had himself suf- 
fered, that great hardship had been inflieted in many other 
instances. I said that it appeared to me, from the state- 
ment of the facts, [ had no jurisdiction in the matter, and 
therefore I declined to act, I also remember that I suggested 


| ” 
| consequence 5° 
| permitting the utmost latitude to counsel in the conduct 
the charge, and that the society, instead of | 





that the proper place for application, if any of these charges 
were to be substantiated, would be to the magistrates 
at Liverpool—the police and the magistrates at Liver- 
pool were perfectly competent to deal with any matter 
before them, and that that was the proper place for inquiry. 
ll is the substance of what took place, if I recollect 
rightly. 

“Mr. Metealfe.—Besides that, what you said, if I may rely 
upon the report, was, that you were ‘very much afraid the 
society was a deception,” and ‘people ought to be very 
cautious in joining benefit societies which appointed out- 
door collectors. There were respectable and well-esta- 
blished benefit societies in the district which did not have 
recourse to the expedients of the Royal Liver and other 
societies of a similar nature.” That is what you are reported 
to have said. 

Mr. Paget.—I cannot allow this court to be made a vines 
for publishing any society. 

Mr. Metcalfe.—Is it proper to make reflections upon a 
society, and not to allow them to be corrected publicly in 
this court?) You have made remarks reflecting on this 
society, and yet you will not allow any explanation to be 
given. 

After some further conversation, the paper containing 
the report objected to was handed up to the magistrate, 
who p proceeded to read it aloud, when Mr, Metcalf inter- 
posed with the remark— 

The passage I read is in the middle- My Paget was very 
much afraid the society was a deception.” 

Mr. Paget.—I am very much afraid it may be so still. I 
know this, that I am not the only magistrate 

Mr. Metealfe.—Will you allow an explanation ? 

Mr. Paget.—No. 

Mr. Metealfe.—I think that is a very improper observa- 
tion. 

Mr. Paget.—I must request you to sit down. I cannot 
permit this court to be made an advertising office for the 
Royal Liver Socicty. 

Mr. Metealfe.—1 shall most undoubtedly advise my clients 
to bring an action against the magistrate, and I have no 
doubt it will be done. 

Mr. Paget.—I shall be most happy to meet it. 

Mr. Metealfe.---If these observations are to be permitted 
to be made here by you, and no explanation is to be allowed, 
I think it is quite time that such proceecdings were taken 
against you. 

We cannot but consider this a most unseemly exhibi- 
tion. We are no advocates for the undue repression of 
the liberties of counsel, and our readers will remember 
that when the case of Mr. Pater was decided by the 
Court of Queen’s Bench against that gentleman, we 
stated that we considered that judgment “of dangerous 
but there is a marked difference between 





of a cause, and even over-looking with some determined 
kindness faults of temper or expression into which, in 
the heat of the moment, counsel—or judges—may be be- 
trayed; and countenancing a deliberate attack upon 
the dignity of a judge whose only fault, as between him 
and counsel at any rate, seems to us to have been that 
he was not sufficier itly peremptory in repressing an 
attempt to conv: ert his’ court into an irregular sort of 
“ discussion forum,’ ee 

THE PROFESSION gets an accession of strength in the 
House of Commons by the election of Mr, Nicholas Dan 
Murphy as member for the city of Cork, rice Dr. Francis 
Lyons, who resigns in consequence of infirm health. 
Mr. Murphy is an attorney and solicitor of old standing 
and large practice ; his cousin, the late Mr. Serjeant 
Murphy (of the English bar), afterwards a commis- 
sioner of the Insoly ent Debtors’ Court , represented the 
same constituency in Parliament for many years. 





Mr. Joun Pirr Kennepy, who recently left the Irish 
bar to practice in India, has been selected to fill the 
important office of Recorder of Rangoon. 

WE PERCEIVE that the Lord Chancellor has appointed 
Mr. H. J. Stonor, Chief Commissioner of the West 
India Incumbered Estates Court, to the Judgship of 








Feb. 18,1865. THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 


the County Courts in Circuit No. 45 (Surrey and 
Berks). We have frequently had occasion to refer to the 
learning and ability with which the new judge has dis- 
charged the duties of his present office, where his loss 
will be much felt. We are glad to learn that so able 
and zealous a public servant has at length received a 
permanent appointment. Mr, Stonor was called to the 
bar on the 25th November, 1842, by the Honourable 
Society of the Middle Temple. 

We HEAR that the Benchers of Lincoln’s-inn have 
adopted, by a large majority, the opinion of the small 
majority of the delegates from the four Inns of Court in 
favour of admitting to the bar clergymen who have (as 
far as they can) abandoned the clerical profession; leay- 
ing it to the bishops to take such steps as they may 
think fit, by refusal of licence or institution, to prevent 
such persons resuming their clerical functions. 





THE OXFORD CLAIM OF COGNIZANCE. 


The large jurisdiction conferred on the Chancellor of 
the University of Oxford by the letters patent or charter 
which Henry VIII. granted, in the fourteenth year 
of his reign, has come before the Queen’s Bench during 
the time when the arguments raised on the Queen’s right 
to invest the Bishop of Capetown with the judicial power 
exercised by him against Dr. Colenso are awaiting their 
fruit in the Privy Council committee. But Queen Eliza- 
beth adopted due precautions to shut out any such 
question, either as to her father’s letters patent, or as to 
the letters patent which she herself, in the third year of 
her reign, granted to the University of Cambridge. By 
these instruments the universities received each a consti- 
tution with courts, jurisdictions, and powers which, ac- 
cording to Coke, were not grantable by charter. it 
appears from Jn the Matter of a claim of cognizance by 
the University of Oxford in several actions by Parsons v. 
Bagnall and Others, in the Queen's Bench, January 19th, 
that Henry VIII. gave to the chancellor of that univer- 
sity, his commissary, or his deputy, or the steward, under 
steward, and other judges of the chancellor deputed, ex- 
clusive cognizance in “all manner of trespasses, and other 
offences whatsoever, as also of misprisions, extortions, 
conspiracies, confederacies, maintenances, false allega- 

“tions, accounts, contracts, and injuries whatsoever, and 
all other articles which may fall in fine or pecuniary 
punishment, and of all other pleas and complaints, per- 
sonal and other causes whatsoever (assizes and pleas of 
freehold only excepted), after what manner soever arising, 

done, or committed within the town of Oxford, the 
suburbs, or the county of Oxford, or elsewhere within 
the kingdom of England, where the scholars or any other 
person who ought to have privilege of the university, or 
those to whom the chancellor, Xc., shall challenge, is or 
shall be one of the parties.” The students, therefore, and 
privileged persons were to be no longer subject to the 
ordinary tribunals in any criminal case where the sen- 
tence did not reach life or limb, or in any civil case where 
the plea was not of the freehold. 

It could searcely be expected that a people which had 
always jealously resisted the attempts made by the 

Jhurch of Rome to withdraw priests from lay tribunals, 
would be content, at the Queen’s bidding, now that the 
Sovereign was the acknowledged head of the English 
Church, to submit, without question, to such a with- 
drawal from the jurisdiction of the courts of the coun- 
try of the members of a body which preserved the 
strongest resemblance to be found in the kingdom to the 
monastic orders existing before the Reformation. At 
this period, too, the civil reformation was dawning, the 
object and effect of which were to make the feudal subor- 
dinate to the magisterial character of the Crown. It 
was certain, at least, that if ever the question of cog- 
nizance were raised between a court at Westminster and 
the courts at Oxford and Cambridge Universities, lawyers 
arguing against the Crown would take some such objec- 
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tions to the charters of 1522 and 1561 as have been 
lately heard taken against the letters patent of Decem- 
ber, 1853. Nothing but the subserviency of the judge 
would be able to save the University Chancellor from an 
adverse decision, and the Crown from a recall of its own 
solemn instrument. “ Which, being espyed,” says Coke, 
Queen Elizabeth, who, to his knowledge—he adds paren- 
thetically—not only spoke French, Italian, and Spanish, 
but was learned in Latin and Greek, and, therefore, we 
suppose, capable of forming her own opinion on the con- 
stitutional point involved in the charters, took steps to 
make things sure. For her great love and favour 
towards the universities, and the great zeal and care of 
Parliament for good and godly literature, and the vir- 
tuous education of youth within either of them, and that 
their ancient privileges, liberties, and franchises, con- 
firmed by the Queen and her progenitors, might be of 
greater force, the chancellor, masters, and scholars of the 
respective universities were incorporated, in the thir- 
teenth year of the Queen (c. 23), with the usual powers 
of corporations; and it was enacted that the letters 
patents of Henry VIII. to the University of Oxford, and 
of the Queen to the University of Cambridge, and all 
other letters patents by any of the Queen’s progenitors or 
predecessors made to them severally, should be good, as 
if recited verbatim in the Act. But the Act was not to 
prejudice the liberties of the corporations of the town of 
Cambridge and city of Oxford. By this “ blessed Act 
of Parliament,” as it is termed by the quaint old law 
giant whom we have mentioned, the franchises and 
privileges of the universities were protected against quo 
warranto, scire facias, or other opposition, for all time to 
come. 

The two great communities of learning were already 
ancient corporations before this Act of Elizabeth, but it 
is possible that there may have been some vubscurity in 
the proof of the fact, particularly as regards Cambridge, 
where there had been an early destruction of muniments. 
The mayor, bailiffs, and commonalty of the town, in the 
time of Richard II., broke into the treasury of the 
university, and took and burned its charters, and also 
compelled the chancellor and scholars to give a release of 
their liberties to the town corporation; but writs were after- 
wards issued to the town corporation, and to the mayor and 
bailiffs, and the release was ordered to be cancelled. The 
King then scized the town liberties into his hands, and 
bestowed on the chancellor and scholars the cognizance 
of ale, bread, weights, measures, regrators, and fore- 
stallers. That university, therefore, was already in Eliza- 
beth’s time, possessed of both municipal and judicial 
jurisdiction. 

No attempt was made in the Queen’s Bench to drive 
the O’Connell coach and horses through the Act of Eliza- 
beth. It was found conclusive in its language, when 
the Earl of Derby, as Chancellor of Oxford University, 
sending his greeting to the Lord Chief Justice and the 
other judges of the Court, and setting forth the charter 
of Henry VIII. and the statutory confirmation of it, 
prayed that they would, by virtue of the privileges 
granted, suspend and supersede an action brought against 
Mr. Charles Bagnall, an undergraduate of Merton, by 
one Parsons, for goods supplied at Oxford to the amount 
of £6 2s. 9d., and remit the cognizance of the action 
to the Chancellor. Three other actions by Parsons were 
similarly circumstanced, except that the amounts were 
larger. A rule had been obtained to show cause 
why the chancellor’s request should not be complied 
with. The matter first shown for cause was peculiar. 
According to the practice and the law of the Oxford 
University Court, suitors must appear and plead by 
proctors authorised and admitted so to do by the univer- 
sity, and not: by attorneys or barristers. But notwith- 
standing all the conspiracies, confederacies, maintenances, 
and other offences, and the complaints and personal and 
other civil causes within the sweep of the Elizabethan 
enactment, the Oxford court has come very nearly to the 
same reduced condition as Sydney Smith’s congregation 
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when it consisted of “dearly beloved Roger,” his parish 
clerk. Whether the cause be that the Oxford tradesmen 
prefer waiting to recover their money until their credi- 
tors have taken their degrees, gone from the university, 
and ceased to be privileged persons, or that they make 
good debts pay for bad, and so do not recover from 
defaulters at all, it is certain that any plaintiffs and 
defendants in the University Court would have but one 
proctor between them. There are only two proctors alto- 
gether qualified to practice there, and one gentleman has 
given up the career as hopeless. But then, answered the 
Chief Justice, the plaintiff might at least have secured 
for himself the remaining gentleman, so that this cause 
shown was not held good. How the gownsman was to 
shift for advocacy was a question that formed no part of 
the case in the Queen’s Bench, and must be left to the 
paternal care of the chancellor, who would force him 
into the domestic forum. 

A complaint was made, by way of further cause 
shown, that the administration of justice in the Univer- 
sity Court was unsatisfactory. The grounds of the com- 
plaint were not stated, and the complaint itself was not 
insisted on or discussed. If there were any such grounds, 
the Queen’s Bench, it is apprehended, could not entertain 
that subject. Redress against maladministration must be 
sought rather from the Queen as visitor, by petition to 
the Great Seal. In addition, questions were raised on 
the want of enrolment of Lord Derby’s claim of cog- 
nizance on the roll of the Queen’s Bench when the rule 
was obtained, and on the time when, and the form in 
which, the claim was made. Of these technicalities it is 
sufficient to say that they were disposed of in the chan- 
cellor’s favour. See 13 W. R. 315.* 

The substantial objection taken on behalf of the 
plaintiff in the action was, that, in all claims of cog- 
nizance, the old authorities and books of practice inti- 
mated that such a claim was not to be encouraged. But 
the Lord Chief Justice considered the university juris- 
diction to be a very salutary one. The Legislature had, 
no doubt, said, that it was better that cases should be 
tried in the superior courts, where it was assumed there 
were greater opportunities for the satisfactory deter- 
mination of any questions of law that might arise. But, 
on the other hand, one could see that a local court must 
be extremely useful in deciding questions arising on con- 
tracts for debts within the ambit of the university, 
amongst the resident members. Questions might some- 
times arise whether the goods supplied were necessary 
for a minor; and that must depend upon the customs 
and usages sanctioned by the university authorities. 
This view, which does not go beyond the mode of evi- 
dence in an action, appears to be somewhat restricted if 
it be compared with the liberal objects, which we have 
mentioned, of the confirmatory Act of Elizabeth, It 
was not legal procedure, but “ good and godly literature” 
and “ virtuous education,” that her Parliament contem- 
plated in establishing the Oxford and Cambridge domestic 
courts on a firm footing. The probability is, that, in 
such a case as the present, the interruption to the study 
and college course of an undergraduate by the en- 
forcement of a debt, attended with arrest, was the 
evil intended to be guarded against. It was considered 
a greater evil that learning should be checked, than that 
shopkeepers, who ply their trade by soliciting freshmen 
to buy on credit at exorbitant prices, should not be allowed 
the process of the ordinary courts, to screw the money 
out of the creditors in their third year, when every 
week becomes of vital importance to the degree. At the 
same time, if the intention of the Oxford University 
authorities be, as stated in the Queen’s Bench, to appoint 
three fresh proctors, and to set their court in full motion, 
the administration of justice there must be vigilantly 
watched. Apart from the abuses which recollections of 
Palace and Passage Courts bring to mind, an Oxford or 
Cambridge tradesman is under the power of the univer- 





* 9 Sol. Jour, 206° 





sity authorities in a manner that applies to no other 
tradesmen in the kingdom. If he offends or is deemed to 
offend them he is liable to be discommoned, or deprived 
of the custom of the gownsmen. Having regard to the 
relations, between the dons and the subject members of 
the universities, on the one side, and between the uni- 
versities and the townspeople on the other, we can 
scarcely feel satisfied until we have an opportunity of 
seeing the principles and practice of the university 
courts unfolded and vouched in some authentic shape. 
In the absence of such an assurance, it will not be taken 
for granted that the powers given by the charter of Henry 
VIII. are suited to the present day. The common law is 
not there prescribed as an obligatory rule of administra- 
tion. “The chancellor, &c.,” says the Oxford charter, in 
continuation of the passage which we have quoted from 
it, “shall or may inquire, and shall have full cognizance 
and correction thereof, and such pleas, complaints, causes, 
and matters, in whatever place within the town of 
Oxford, or the suburbs thereof, or the precincts of the 
university as they shall think fit, and execution thereof, 
according to their statutes and customs, or according to 
the law of England, at the will of the chancellor, &c.” 
The chancellor, therefore, may zhoose between two 
systems. The principles and precedents of the one are 
laid up in the university archives, those of the other are 
to be found on every lawyer’s shelves. We trust, that, as 
such an option is given, some adequate means may be 
afforded of forming an opinion of these statutes and 
customs, otherwise the chancellor must be content to 
abide by the law of England, 





THE LAW OF BANKRUPTCY—REPORT OF THE 
COMMITTEE. 
IV. 
(Continued from page 264.) 

We now desire to direct the attention of our readers to 
the more important parts of the evidence relating to 
orders of discharge. 

These orders, as our readers know, were the creation of 
the new Act, which substituted them for the old certifi- 
cates of conformity, from which they differ in many 
essential particulars. 

The attention of the committee was naturally drawn 
to this alteration of the law, and much valuable informa- 
tion was obtained by reference to the practical working 
of the new system. 

Mr. C. E. Lewis, examined by the chairman —Q. “ Have 
you any suggestion to make as to orders of discharge ?”— 
A. “I would suggest that notice of opposition should be 
given to the bankrupt. It was the law under the Act of 
1849. Now no notice of opposition is required, and a 
man may come up for his order of discharge without 
knowing that any creditor opposes him, and, therefore, 
he is unprepared to meet a case of which he has had no 
notice Then, clause 159 is, I suggest, exceedingly defec- 
tive in this, that there is no power of punishment, either 
by the commissioner or by a criminal court, for fraudu- 
lently contracting a debt. That was a_ punishable 
offence under the Act of 1849, but is not sonow. Then, 
fraudulent preference has, I suppose, been turned into a 
criminal offence ; but it is difficult to get a jury to con- 
vict a man for it. The consequence is, that, by increasing 
the apparent severity of the punishment for that offence, 
the offence itself goes unpunished in ninety-nine cases out 
of a hundred, although the offence is more common 
now than it was in 1861. Bills of sale to friends 
and relatives are more common now than they were 
before 1861." QQ. “ What action do the commis- 
sioners take in these cases ?”—A. “They have no 
power to punish, except by saying to the creditor, ‘ You 
must go to the criminal court.’ The consequence is, 
that an enormous disposal of property to the injury of the 
creditors, in numerous cases passes unnoticed. Then, 
with reference to those cases in which the commissioner 
does exercise the power of refusing the order of discharge 
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or suspending it, it acts in this way, that no creditor can 
oppose a bankrupt’s order of discharge without first 
proving his debt. By proving his debt, he relin- 
quishes any action at law that he may have brought. 
He may oppose his debtor. He may get that debtor 
refused his discharge; but he can take no action for the 
purpose of punishing him. The only persons who can 
imprison him are those who have not proved their debts. 
By the 159th section there is a special power given to the 
commissioner of imprisonment for a term not exceeding 
one year; but there is no provision as to where the im- 
prisonment is to take effect. In the 22I1st section the 
criminal clause is followed by powers being given to the 
commissioner analagous to those of a justice of the peace. 
That is not given as regards the power of imprisonment 
under the 159th section ; and the consequence is that all 
the leading practitioners in London have agreed that they 
do not see their way to the carrying out a sentence of 
imprisonment under that section.” Q. “Do the commis- 
sioners consequently decline to act upon it? ”’—A. “They 
do not decline; but in some instances they have sentenced 
a man to imprisonment, and no one has ventured to carry 
the sentence into effect. “I have refused to execute any 
such order, for fear I should render myself liable 
to an action. I think that the terror of imprison- 
ment is of advantage.’—Q. “Is it a sort of ex post 
facto offence ?”—A. “If a man is about to become a 
bankrupt, and he knows that he runs a risk by vexatiously 
defending an action, and that he is subject to punish- 
ment, it would have the same effect. I think an impres- 
sion has got abroad that, under this act of Parliament, 
debtors have a very easy life of it.”—Q. “There was no 
such power of imprisonment before ?”—A. “ But there 
was the imprisonment under the B., a certificate, which 
was also for not more than a year.”—Q. “Has the com- 
missioner’s power of imprisoning never been resorted to ?” 
—A. “It has been resorted to by a judgment in six or 
seven cases in London since the act was passed, and I am 
not sure whether in one case the bankrupt was arrested, 
but if in one case, only in one.”—Q. “ You would 
extend the commissioner’s power of punishment on the 
order of discharge ?”—A. “ Yes, I would extend, and I 
would narrow its power: I would affix a stigma upon a 
man, but I think that refusing a man’s order of dis- 
charge altogether is harsh in the extreme, and | 
think it falls short of the mark. Men pass under 
false names and get credit, and the trading community 
suffers in consequence of an uncertificated bankrupt being 
compelled to resort to shifts of that description. I would 
take away the power of refusing the order of discharge 
altogether ; but I would enlarge the powers of punish- 
ment, and allow the commissioners to suspend the man 
for a term even of ten years. To take the case of a man 
who makes away property by handing it over to his 
family ; you cannot get a jury to convict unless it is-an 
extreme case, whereas it is proper to punish him by the 
judgment of the commissioners.’—Q. “Then in your 
opinion this clause requires alteration ?’’—A. “ Yes.” 
Mr. Lewis subsequently observes—*I know that at 
one time an attempt was made to get from a bankrupt 
who had obtained his order of discharge a deposit to 
cover the official assignees’ expenses. It was resisted by 
the solicitors, and the attempt failed ; but it was said 
in that case that the Lord Chancellor had sanctioned 
it. We have had to contend with these under-handed 
attempts to make the court a solvent court. The prac- 
tice prevailed at one time of granting orders of discharge 
with a condition annexed that the man should pay the 
expenses which the Court of Bankruptcy had incurred in 
his case, if there were no assets. There are several orders 
upon the file of the Court of Bankruptcy granting to a 
man his order upon his paying the official assignee a fee, 
and the fees of the official solicitor.’—Q. “ Were there no 
assets ?”’—A. “There were no assets, and no offence 
proved against the bankrupt; his discharge was granted 
upon his paying the expenses of the court and its officers.” 
We need hardly call attention to the gross abuse of the 





powers of the Court here described: to whomsoever the 
fault may be due—and we do not pause to consider that 
point—it must be clear that the public are the sufferers: 
if a debtor without assets deserves his order of discharge. 
he should get it whether he—presumably out of subse- 
quently-acquired property—pays the court fees or not; if 
he do not deserve to be discharged, it savours too m ch 
of the nature of a bribe—not to the individual, but the 
office—to permit him to go free on the terms, not of 
paying one shilling to his creditors, but of indemnifying 
the Court from loss. 

To return to the general question: — 

On this Mr. E. Lawrence says as follows: —* At present 
the commissioners are restricted within the powers of the 
159th section of the Bankruptcy Act of 1861, and, cor- 
sequently, many grievous offenders remain unpunished. 
The Lord Chancellor has laid it down that the commir- 
sioners were restricted within the terms of the 159th. 
The creditors, therefore, in a vast number of cases, can 
get no redress for any mercantile offences which were 
punishable under the 256th section of the Bankrupt 
Law Consolidation Act of 1849. My experience has 
taught me that the creditors will not permit the assets of 
an estate to be wasted in prosecuting a bankrupt for any 
of those offences, it being very uncertain as to whether a 
jury will convict.”—Q. “ Under the Act of 1849 the cer- 
tificate was not unfrequently wholly refused ?”—A. 
“ Wholly.”—Q. “You would not restore that system, 
would you ?”—A. “No; I think there ought to be a 
limit.”—Q. “ You think that the Act of 1861 is, in that 
respect, an improvement ?”—A. “There is still a power 
to refuse the order of discharge under the 159th section.” 
—Q. “But it has not been exercised ? ”»—A. “ Yes it has. 
The commissioner may refuse the order of discharge. I 
may refer to the case of Hx parte Barker, 12 W. R. 321. 
The bankrupt was only 25 years of age, so that his pros- 
pects are ruined for life. You convert such a man as that 
into a dishonest man for the rest of his life.”—Q. “ You 
think that the power of giving an order of discharge 
after it had been previously withheld has worked well ?” 
—A. “Yes, I believe, in two or three instances it has 
been of great benefit. I would give a limit of three 
or five years,”—Q. “ Not beyond five?”—<A. “Under no 
circumstances. The 59th section ought to be extended 
—first, by giving the commissioners a discretion; and, 
secondly, by including in terms many of the provisions 
inserted in the repealed section.”—Q. “ Would you re- 
store the B. a. certificate?”—A. “Most undoubtedly. 
There is one clause in particular omitted from the Act of 
1861 which was very useful under the old law—namely, 
that with reference to fraudulent preference. That was 
a ground for withholding the order of discharge. Then 
with respect to the B. a. certificate, I should restore that, 
because no creditor can oppose a bankrupt without proving 
his debt, and by proving his debt he deprives himself of 
the power of availing himself of the absence of protec- 
tion.” : 

Mr. Commissioner Holroyd thus expresses his opinions 
upon this question:—“ With reference to the statutory 
grounds for refusing or suspending an order of discharge, 
a more comprehensive head seems wanting than any of 
those enumerated in the 159th section of the Bankruptcy 
Act, 1861. I think nothing but a discretionary power 
can overtake frauds and delinquencies of every descrip- 
tion.”’—Q. “Is it not the case that the clause with re- 
ference to one year’s imprisonment is almost a dead 
letter? have you ever exercised the power?”—A. “In a 
few instances, I am informed that there is some difficulty 
in arresting a debtor under such an order. I think it 
should be made more clear that the sentence of imprison- 
ment may be in addition to the refusal or suspension of 
the order of discharge. I think arrest on final process 
ought to be limited to cases where the debtor is suspected 
of an intention to abscond, and in that case an order of a 
judge or court should be required for the purpose; and 
this relaxation of arrest upon"final process might be 
coupled with an extension of the sections of the Bank- 
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ruptcy Act, 1861, relating to proceedings on a judgment 
debtor summons (ss. 76 to 85) to cases where the debt 
exceeds £20 exclusive of costs.” 

Mr. F. J. Reed examined—Q. “Now, with reference to 
orders of discharge, do you think that the grounds of 
suspension in the Act are sufficient?’—A. “It should 
be very much widened; you have no punishment for 
fraudulent preference; you have practically no punish- 
ment for aman obtaining goods or property from his 
creditors when he knows he cannot pay, for the costs of 
an indictment put it quite out of the question; and then 
aman whose goods have been so obtained is obliged to 
prove his debt before he can complain, and the very fact 
of proving prevents him from being able to take the 
debtor. 'The commissioners have been held entitled to 
suspend the bankrupt’s certificate merely on the special 
ground that is mentioned.”—Q. “Would you give the 
commissioner discretionary power of looking through the 
whole tenour of the bankrupt’s conduct ?”—A. “I think 
so. Youare only giving judges in bankruptcy what 
magistrates have, in some cases, a discretionary power of 
imprisonment.” 

Mr. 8. Morley examined by Mr. Murray—Q. “Do you 
think that it would be advisable to allow creditors to have 
some discretion and some voice in the discharge?”’—A. 
“Yes; Ihave always regretted that we have been entirely 
denuded, My observation for thirty years has been that 
creditors are not disposed to take, in the main, a harsh 
view.” 

Mr. J. Howell, member of the firm of Ellis, Howell, & 
Co., however would “leave the discharge in the discretion 
of the Court.” 

Mr. E, Grippe examined—Q. “Would you transfer to 
the county court judge the power of giving a discharge 
and the power of deciding as the commissioners in bank- 
ruptcy. now decide?”—A. “I would in the first instance 
make that discharge a matter of course if the trustees 
and creditors were satisfied with the conduct of the 
bankrupt. 

Mr. T. Ball thinks “that release should not be granted 
so easily as it isat present. I think that something like 
the Scotch plan might very advantageously be adopted— 
that is, to make it a matter of time.” 

Mr. J. R. Chidley, a solicitor of thirty years’ experience 
in bankruptcy causes, suggests “That the last examina- 
tion and order of discharge in every contested matter 
should be heard before three commissioners sitting 
together.”—Q. “'Then you would restore the old subdi- 
vision court?’—A. “Yes; it worked extremely well; it 
saved a great deal of expense, and much unnecessary 
appeal.” 

The suggestion from the Nottinghamshire and Midland 
Merchants, and Traders’ Association on this point is, 
“That the Court has no power to refuse an order of dis- 
charge upon the ground that the bankrupt has been 
guilty of fraudulent preference, or for having committed 
a breach of trust.” 

We cannot but agree with the learned commissioner, 
that discretionary power to refuse the order of discharge 
wholly ought to remain. If a chief Judge be appointed, 
quod dii dent, this discretion might perhaps be con- 
fided to him alone, but till then it must continue vested 
in the commissioners ; and we cannot but think that if 
the commissioners would exercise their discretion in this 
respect a little more freely, and wholly refuse the order 
of discharge in every case when fraudulent conduct or 
reckless trading was proved to their satisfaction, whether 
in cases in which a jury could be got to convict or not, 
it would prove of the greatest advantage to the com- 
mercial morality of the nation. 

The petition of the Metropolitan and Provincial Law 
Association suggested that the jurisdiction with regard 
to orders of discharge, as well as any penal jurisdiction 
over fraudulent or reckless debtors, should be exercised 
by the chief judge alone, except as regards the smaller 
debtors. 

The paper submitted to the committee by My. R. P. 





Harding contained the following suggestion, “No bank- 
rupt to be discharged for at least one year from date 
of adjudication ; be subject to other penalties ; in no 
case any discharge until five shillings in the pound had 
been paid,” 


COMMON LAW. 


EvipENcE—COMPETENCY OF WIFE IN VAGRANCY 
CASES. 
Reeve, Appellant, v. Wood, Respondent, Q. B., 13 W.R. 154. 

The common law rule precluding husbands and wives 
from giving testimony for or against each other in any 
criminal proceeding, was not interfered with cither by 
the 14 & 15 Vict. c. 99, or the 16 & 17 Vict. c. 83. Both 
these statutes contained express provisoes that nothing 
therein contained should render “any husband competent 
or compellable to give evidence for or against his wife, or 
any wife competent or compellable to give evidence for 
or against her husband in any criminal proceeding.” 
From a very early period, however, an exception was en- 
grafted on this rule in those cases where the offence 
charged touched the person of the wife, and where, 
therefore, she must be cognizant of it, and very possibly 
might be the only person able to give evidence respecting 
it. (Lord Audley’s case, Temp. Car. I.,3 State Trials, 112.) 
The reason of the exception was, doubtless, the necessity 
of the case. If a wife were held inadmissible as a 
witness to personal injuries which she has suffered at the 
hands of her husband, the greatest violence and cruelty 
might be inflicted upon her with impunity. 

In the principal case a charge had been preferred 
against the respondent under the Vagrant Act (5 Geo. 4, 
c. 83), for refusing and neglecting to maintain his wife 
and family, and upon the hearing of the information 
before the magistrates, the attorney for the informant 
tendered the wife of the defendant as a witness against 
him. Her evidence was rejected, on the ground that the 
offence charged was not a personal wrong to the wife, 
and the decision of the magistrates has been upheld upon 
appeal to the Court of Queen’s Bench. “The crime,” 
said Mr. Justice Crompton, “is rather one against the 
parish to which the woman becomes chargeable, than 
against herself, nor does the case come within ‘the rule 
of necessity,’ for the offence may certainly be made out 
without her evidence.” 

It has hitherto been the practice at police courts and 
sessions to receive the wife’s evidence in these vagrancy 
cases; Mr. West, indeed, informed the court that the 
West Riding Sessions were an exception, but Mr. Justice 
Mellor, who, when at the bar enjoyed a very extensive 
business, at the Midland Circuit Sessions, stated in the 
course of the argument in the principal case, that he had 
himself been in the habit of calling the wife of the de- 
fendant as a witness without any objection being raised. 
As, however, he concurred in the judgment of the Court, 
we may assume that he would now admit his own former 
practice to have been erroneous. In “ Phillips on Evi- 
dence,” again, 10th ed. vol. 1, p. 82, we find the following 
remarks:—‘In proceedings under the Vagrant Act 
against a husband for neglecting to support, or deserting 
his wife and family, it is believed to be the universal 
practice, as also at sessions in the case of an appeal to 
admit the wife as a witness. This is presumed to have 
arisen from the necessity of the case, for although in- 
stances frequently may and must arise where all the 
facts necessary to insure a conviction might be proved by 
other witnesses, yet it must often happen that some of 
the circumstances, such as the husband’s ability to sup- 
port his family, or the act of desertion, could be proved 
only by the wife.’ But even granting that the wife 
should happen to be the only available witness in any 
particular instance, she would still be excluded on the 
other ground that the crime of vagrancy is not a per- 
sonal injury to herself. It might, indeed, very well turn 
out the very reverse. She might find herself able to get 
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on a great deal better without | a vagabond husband than 
with him. 

Although the judges of the Queen’s Bench laid down 
that vagrancy is in no sense a wrong, touching the per- 
son of the wife, they at the same time expressed their 
concurrence with those cases, which establish that in 
order to render her evidence admissible, it is not essential 
that the injury should be accompanied with actual vio- 
lence. To hold the contrary would be to narrow the 
principle so much as to render its application almost im- 
possible. In many instances the injury may be most 
flagrant, yet not violent. Thus, in the case of abduction, 
the offence is more often committed by fraud than by 
force. Yet there the woman abduced is competent as 
a witness, although she have been subsequently mar- 
ried to the defendant (2. v. Wakefield, 2 Lew. C. C. 279; 
R. v. Yore, 1 Jebb & Symes. 563), The observation made 
in the same work on evidence, to which we have already re- 
ferred, to the effect that the exception as to the admissi- 
bility of the wife is confined to cases of personal injuries 
effected by violence or coercion cannot, therefore, be sus- 
tained, nor do the authorities (72. v. Locker, 5 Esp. 107; 
R. v. Serjeant, Ry. & M. 854) cited in support of it, 
warrant the proposition of the learned text-writers. 

The practical consequence of the decision in the princi- 
pal case will be to throw considerable difficulties in the 
way of parish authorites anxious to establish a charge 
of vagrancy. There has already been a case before the 
Lord Mayor,* where the summons was dismissed owing 
to the impossibility of proving the offence without the 
evidence of the defendant’s wife. Mr. Justice Blackburn, 
in delivering his judgment, acknowledged that the pre- 
sent state of the law was open to objection, and we 
hope that the Legislature may apply themselves to its 
amendment. Sir Fitzroy Kelly has, we perceive, intro- 
duced a bill inio the House of Commons for the purpose 
of amending the law of evidence, and, amongst other 
things, he proposes greatly to enlarge the limits within 


each other, and although this particular case is not men- 
tioned in the bill, it would seem to be covered by the 
section relating to misdemeanors. Even supposing that 
this measure shall be found too comprehensive for success, 
a short Act enabling the wife to be examined in vagrancy 
cases would meet the present difficulty and protect 
parishes from a liability they ought not to be called on 
to bear. 


CLERICAL SUBSCRIPTION COMMISSION. 

This commission have presented their report, which has 
been laid before Parliament. 

After the usual introductory recital, the commission pro- 
eeeded to make the following 

{ECOMMENDATIONS :— 

We have carefully weighed these various subscriptions, 
declarations, and oaths, ‘and, after much investigation and 
discussion, we have agreed to the following recommenda- 
tions :-— 

First, that the declarations, subscriptions, and oaths, 
to be made and taken by the clergy of the United Church 
of England and Ireland be the same in England and Ire- 
land; and that the oath required by 28 Hen. 8, ec. 15, and 
the declaration required by 3 W. & M., ¢. 2, to be taken 
and made by the clergy in ireland be discontinued. 

Second, that on every oecasion on which a subscription 
or declaration shall be required to be made in England or 
Ireland, with reference to the Articles of Religion, or the 
Kook of Common Prayer, the following form be used :— 

“1, A.B., do solemnly make the following declaration :-— 

FT assent to the Thirty-nine Articles of Religion, and to 
the Book of Common Prayer, and of Ordering of Bishops, 
Priests, and Deacons; I believe the doctrine of the United 
Church of England and Ireland, as therein set forth, tobe 
agreeable to the Word of God; and in public prayer, and 
administration of the Sacrame nts, [ will use the form in the 
said book prescribed, and none other, except so far as shall 
be ordered by lawful authority.” 

* 9 Sol. Jour, 189. 








| bishops, deans, archdeacons, and canons. 


Third, that the oath of ‘allegiane e and supremacy be taken n 
before, and not during the Ordination and Consecration Ser- 
vices. 

Fourth, that the following declaration be substituted for 
the present oath against simony :— 

“T, A. B., solemnly declare that I have not made by 
myself, or by any other person on my behalf, any payment, 
contract, or promise of any kind whatsoever, which, to the 
best of my knowledge, is simoniacal, touching or concerning 
the obtaining the preferment of ——; nor will I, at any 
time hereafter, perform or satisfy, in whole or in part, any 
such kind of payment, contract, or promise, made by any 
other without my knowledge or consent.” 

Fifth, that the oath of canonical obedience to the bishop 
of the diocese, and the oath of due obedience to the arch- 
bishop taken by bishops on consecration, be retained. 

Sixth, that the declaration required by the 1 & 2 Vict. 
c. 106, s. 81, as to the stipends of curates, be retained in 
England, and extended to Ireland. 

Seventh, that the special provisions of the English and 
Irish Acts of Uniformity (13 & 14 Car. 2, ¢. 4, s. 19, and 
17 & 18 Car, 2, c. 6, s. 13), with reference to the declara- 
tions to be made by lecturers, be repealed, 

Then follow minute recommendations as to the time and 
manner of making the subscription and declaration, and of 
taking the oaths in various cases, and then the report con- 
eludes as follows :— 

In addition to the above recommendations, we submit 
the following suggestions with regard to two subjec ts, which 
do not, perhaps, { fall strietly within the limits of the inquiry 
with whic h we have been charged by your Majesty :— 

1. We have recommended the substitution of a declara- 
tion for the present oath against simony; to this recommen- 
dation we desire to add an expression of our opinion that the 
law on the subject of simony urgently requires revision. 

2. There is another class of oaths ‘required to be taken 
by the clergy of the United Church of England and Ire- 
land,” on admission to certain ecclesiastical dignities— 
namely, those taken, in virtue of cathedral statutes, by 
We have con- 


| sidered this subject, and being of opinion that some doubt 
i] 





| cash and deficiency accounts as from the Ist January, 


which a husband and wife can be witnesses for or against | may be entertained whether the oaths in question fall with- 


in the scope of your Majesty's commission, we content our- 
selves with expressing our opinion that it is highly desirable 
they should be revised by competent authority. 

These recommendations we now luwnbly offer te your 
Majesty. To carry them into effect some alterations must 
be made in the canons of the Church and some in the 
statutes of the realm. We trust that our proposals will be 
willingly accepted both by the Church and by the State. 








cOURTS. 


COURT OF BANKRUPTCY, 
(Before Mr, Commisssioner GOULBURN.) 

Feb. 10.—In ve W. E. Goatly,—Mr. Walter Ephraim 
Goatly was an attorney carrying on business at 5, Mitre- 
court, Fleet-street, and residing at Shooting-common, Brom- 
ley, Kent. This was an adjourned meeting for examination. 

Mr. J. Burton appeared for the assignees. 

This case was before the Court on the 20th January 
last, * when an order was made that the bankrupt should file 
1862, 
together with a copy of the will or settlement under which 
the trustees of his wife claimed to withhold from the eredi- 
tors the furniture in his house at Bromley. 

Mr. Goatly now stated that his books and papers had 
been taken under a distress for rent, antl that he was not 
prepared with the additional accounts required. 

Mr. Commissioner Goutpurn made an order adjourning 


| the further hearing sine dine, with liberty to the bankrupt 


| to come up again when he should be prepared, 


| We say that it forms part of the 
| have given the messenger instructions to seize, 


he paying 
the costs of and occasioned by the adjournment. 

Mr. Burton.—The assignees intend to take your Honour’s 
opinion as to the validity > of the claim made to the furniture. 
bankrupt’s estate. We 
but he de- 
clines to take any steps in the matter. 

Mr. Commissioner GouLtpurn.—He wants an indemnity 
I suppose. 

Adjourned accordingly. 

* 9 Sol, Jour, 166, 
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(Before Mr. Deputy-Commissioner W1nsLow.) 

Feb. 8.—In re John Leigh.—This case, which has been 
frequently mentioned,* now came on by adjournment. 

The opposition to the discharge was based wpon two 
grounds; first, that the bankrupt had contracted debts with- 
out having any reasonable expectation of payment; and, 
secondly, that he had engaged in rash and hazardous specu- 
lations. In support of the first objection, Mr. Thomas 
Flight, of Bond-court, Walbrook, Mr. Mark Coles, of 21, 
Gresham-street, auctioneer and estate agent, and Mr. Harper, 
of the Mutual Loan Fund Association, were called and ex- 
amined. They all deposed to the fact of loans being made 
to the bankrupt, for temporary purposes, of various amounts, 
from £600 and under, 

The bankrupt’s history of his embarrassments was as 
follows:—In 1840 I was appointed to a subordinate judge- 
ship in Jamaica, I retained that office until 1846, when I 
was appointed stipendiary magistrate for Wolverhampton 
and part of the mining district of South Staffordshire. 
While in Staffordshire I became a shareholder ina Wolver- 
hampton joint-stock bank, and upon the failure of that 
concern I first became involved; to that failure I can trace 
the commencement of my difficulties. In 1860, when things 
were a little righted, I returned to London. Acting upon 
unsound advice, and with the hope of redeeming my losses 
by the bank failure, I entered into speculative transactions 
on the Stock Exchange. These transactions were at first 
prosperous; they answered the purpose for which they were 
intended, and seemed likely to raise my fortunes, but, even- 
tually, they ended in further losses. Having large specula- 
tive transactions in Mexican Stock at the time, and not 
knowing how they would go, I wanted to secure myself, in 
case of failure, by providing for any temporary loss. I had 
an account with Mr. Daunt, and I was advised by him, as 
well as by other persons, that if I could keep up the 
account, and be strong enough with money, I should not 
only reimburse myself any previous loss, but should realise 
a large profit. Ido not profess to advise persons to carry 
on speculations beyond their means, but I will certainly say 
that I was advised the adventure would be a very profitable 
one; and if, instead of allowing a margin of two months, I 
had allowed a margin of five, I should have succeeded, 

The case not being concluded at 4 o'clock, the further 
hearing was adjourned, 

Feb, 14.—In ve J. R. Dobie.—This bankrupt + now came 
up for examination and discharge. 

Mr. Brough supported; Mr, Breden was for the assignees. 

The accounts in this case show an aggregate indebtedness 
of £1,480, inclusive of £117 liabilities upon accommodation 
bills; the assets are returned at £128, comprising debtors 
good £86, and property given up £10, and property in the 
hands of creditors £32. The failure was attributable to 
losses by bad debts and insufticiency of income. 

No opposition was offered by any creditor, and the desired 
order of discharge was granted. 

—In re George De Vins Wade.—The bankrupt was 
an attorney, of Baldock, Herts. This was the sitting 
for examination and discharge, but no accounts had been 
filed, and it was stated that the bankrupt had absconded, 
The liabilities are estimated at £30,000. 

He was ordered to be proclaimed in the usual form. 

(Before Mr. Registrar Murray.) 

Feb. 10.—In re E. Maniere.—The bankrupt, Mr. Edward 
Maniere, was described as of 31, Bedford-row, attorney-at- 
law, solicitor, and serivener. A meeting for proof of debts 
and for choice of assignees was now held. x 

Mr. Maniere applied to the Court upon his own petition. 
The debts are Renaie at £14,219, of which a sum of 
£6,000 is due to Mr. R. W. J. Blew, of 16, Warwick-street, 
Pall-mall East ; £3,531 to Mr. C. Bunyard, of 8, Bucklers- 
bury, City, or his endorsers ; £643 to Mr. H. Radcliffe, of 
1, Adam-strect, Adelphi; and £664 to Mr, William Suffolk, 
of 18, Kzlinton-villas, Old Ford, Bow. The bankrupt at- 
tributed his difficulties to ‘liabilities ineurred for clients 
and others, which they had failed to meet, and pressure 
from creditors on account of such liabilities, with inability 
to realise securities held, and to collect accounts due to 
him.” The assets are returned at £9,000, subject to realisa- 
tion, 








* 8 Sol. Jour. 548, 836, 9 Sol. Jour. 64, 237, 
+9 Sol. Jour., 124, +9 Sol, Jour, 166, 


Several creditors attended for the purpose of proving their 
debts against the bankrupt’s estate, and after a spirited con- 
test for the choice, Mr. L. H. Braham, of 12, Furnival’s- 
inn, solicitor, a creditor for £164, and Mr, James Atten- 
borough, of 32, Strand, whose debt was £203, were 
appointed creditors’ assignees; Mr. J. R. Chidley, of Old 
Jewry, being appointed solicitor to the estate. 





MARLBOROUGH STREET POLICE COURT. 

Feb. 13.—Ezxtraordinary Case.—George Langham, a 
young man, was charged with stealing an I O U for £60, the 
property of Mr. John Fraser Walker, solicitor, of Litehfield- 
street. On the accused being placed at the bar, no prosecutor 
was in attendance, and he was therefore discharged. 

Some time after Mr. Walker, accompanied by a solicitor 
named Grayson, appeared in court, when Mr, Knox told 
them that there being no prosecutor in attendance when the 
case, which was the last, was called on, he had discharged 
the accused, and ordered the 1 O U to be given up to Mr. 
Walker ; but if the latter thought proper he could give 
Langham into custody again, Subsequently Mr. Edward 
Dillon Lewis came into court to complain that the accused 
was detained at Vine-street station, although no one had 
attended to charge him. 

Thereupon Mr. Walker said—I could not attend this 
morning, having no attorney. The defendant is now in 
court. Here he is. (In a loud voice:) George Langham. 
(No answer.) 

Mr. Knox.—You may call spirits from the vasty deep. 

Mr. Grayson.—Y our brother chip—— 

Mr. Knox (evidently much annoyed).—TI decline to hear 
you any further, sir, (‘To the Usher:) Show that gentleman 
out of court. 

After some further delay the accused was put at the bar, 
Mr. R. D. Lewis appearing for him, and Mr. Grayson tor 
Mr. Walker. 

After Mr. Walker had deposed to his account of the atfair, 

Mr. Alexander Findlay (better known as Alec Keene), of 
the ‘* Three Tuns,” Moor-street, was sworn. He said—Mr. 
Walker came in about half-past eight. He was then sober, 
and asked for some gin and water. He then said he had 
lost his suit through a technical objection, and that the 
judge had no right to sit there, and only did so through an 
Act passed for the purpose, something like one passed for 
Lord Brougham’s son-in-law, He then went on talking 
about the cause. I got up and asked him to be quiet. At 
ten minutes to twelve the defendant ‘came in, and hearing 
his name, the prosecutor said—‘* Oh, you are the George 
Langham whose name I heard in court,” and, taking out an 
10 U, said, ‘That will show I don’t owe anything.” 

By Mr. Grayson.—I did not have anything to drink with 
the prosecutor. 

Mr. Grayson.—I think the matter had better end here. 

Mr. Knox.—lIt is only a proper punishment to the prose- 
cutor that the case should be heard out. 

Mr. Findlay.—Mr. Walker took up a poker, saying he 
would smash the defendant’s brains out. I said that would 
not do, and sent for the police. 

Mr. Knox.—I have never heard a more disgraceful case. 
I hope the prosecutor’s conduct will be brought to the 
notice of the Incorporated Law Society, and that Mr. Lewis 
will bring an action against him for falsely imprisoning the 
accused, Let the accused leave the dock. 

Mr. Walker and Mr. Grayson were about to address the 
magistrate, when 

Mr. Knox said—Put the prosecutor out of the court at 
once (an order which was promptly obeyed by the officers of 
the court), 





GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


Our Jury System. 

Sir,—Your recent remarks on some of the abuses of the 
present jury system* very justly call attention to what is 
certainly one of the greatest legal hardships to which a 
business-man is at present liable. I have received a 
summons requiring me to serve as petty juryman in the 
Court of Echequer at Guildhall, at the sittings commencing 
on the 13th instant, ‘‘and to attend from that date, day by 
day, until finally discharged.” I shall have, consequently, 
to appear in court every morning at ten o'clock, and when 











* 9 Sol. Jour, 279. 








Feb. 18,1865. THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 


329 








my name is not called, I must remain in a miserable pen 
dedicated to ‘‘jurors in waiting,” who are generally 
shouldered from the meagre accommodation which a few 
wooden forms afford, by the greasicst and most obtrusive of 
the nondescript hangers-on which a court of justice invariably 
attracts. I shall be liable to have my name called at any 
moment, so that I shall never be able to leave the court, or to 
be in my office at any time during business hours, for the space 
of several weeks, without running the risk of incurringa heavy 
fine for my absence. I am sure you will agree with me that 
this is a monstrous and unjust infliction upon a man engaged 
in business, and that the system wader which I am about to 
suffer is a positive disgrace to our legal administration. 
Let me just suggest a means by which this might be very 
easily avoided. Instead of the summonses being issued, 
as at present, to the whole number of jurymen for the 
entire sittings, they might be divided into four or more 
divisions, when the days of attendance for each juryman 
might be proportionately reduced, as well as definitely 
stated. Iam convinced that by such a course there would 
always be a better attendance on the part of jurymen, who, 
under the present system, frequently get worn out or 
reckless after days of patient waiting, or find that their 
business affairs cannot longer endure their absence. 


Feb, 1. H. F.. ¢. 





Discovery or DocuMENTs. 

Sir,—I shall be obliged by space in your Journal for a 
few words as to discovery of documents. 'This is really a 
subject calling for some attention by our law reformers. No 
doubt the present remedy by summons was a step in the 
right direction ; still, however, it is inadequate—at least 
frequently so—to the requirements of justice. Of this, I 
have seen many cases in my experience, and I daresay your 
readers can supply many in their experience. My present 
object is to moot this question in the hope that the Lord 
Chancellor will kindly look to it. 

A plaintiff has a double remedy both by his bill and by 
asummons, Any man’s affairs and accounts may, it seems, 
be got at if'a bill is tiled. The whole bill may be a tissue of 
falschood, but no inquiry is made as to this. It is not going 
too far to say that the present state of this branch of the 
law is a disgrace to our country. What barrister can safely 
advise on many questions as to a discovery of documents ! 
The advantages are all on the side of a plaintiff, and this 
frequently leads to much iniquity on the part of a defen- 
dant. What I sugyest is, that a plaintiff should in all cases 
be required to verify his bill by an affidavit. This, at 
least, would raise a primd facie case in support of his right, 
and be a check to the present system. In some eases this 
is abominable. 

Then, sir, as to a defendant’s right of discovery. It is no 
doubt reasonable, as a general rule, that he should first put 
in his answer ; still, in some cases, this rule works hardly, 
since a discovery may be essential to his defence, as is well 
known. Why not put both parties to a suit on an equal 
footing in this respect? I respectfully beg attention to this 
suggestion. In the case of a plaintiff residing abroad, a de- 
fendant has substantially no remedy. It is true that the 
Court will sometimes stay proceedings, but this is a doubtful 
and a circuitous and an expensive remedy. Let me say that 
I could refer to cases in which orders for a discovery of docu- 
ments are treated with the utmost contempt. What I 
suggest is, that service in such eases on the defendant’s so- 
licitor should be good service, as a matter of course. A 
general order, staying proceedings till compliance, would not 
only protect a defendant, but ensure respect to the Court. 
The difficuliies in getting and drawing up these orders is no- 
torious ; but I merely allude to this slightly. In a recent 
ase Within my knowledge, what with obstacles between the 
judges’ chambers and the registrar's oflice, the application 
was given up. Why cannot all chamber orders be drawn up 
at chambers? This would be a great facility to business, 
and a great saving of time and expense. What is wanted in 
chancery is, the simplicity of the judges’ chambers at 
common law, J. CULVERHOUSE, 

Feb. 9. 





Lectures TQ ARTICLED CLERKS. 

Sir,—I take the liberty of again trespassing upon your 
valuable space in order to inform those of your readers who 
may be articled clerks, that the memorial to the council of 
the Incorporated Law Society, on the subject of Law Classes, 





together with the correspondence, &e., were left with the 
Secretary last week. 

I had hoped to have been allowed to present the memorial 
in person, but, in reply to my application to do so, the 
council, through their secretary, informed me that on receipt 
of the memorial they would give it their ‘‘best consideration,” 
and, if necessary, would be happy to avail themselves of a 
personal interview with me; and, from what I have heard, I 
think it is probable that, by next Michaelmas Term, we may 
find some improvement of the present, almost universally 
admitted to be defective, means for the legal education of 
articled clerks effected. 

I may be permitted to add that the Law Classes so re- 
cently established at King’s College show that the authoti- 
ties there are of the same opinion as the memorialists and 
those who have supported them; but, possibly, it might 
have been more satisfactory to the profession if these elasses 
had first been instituted under the management of the In- 
corporated Law Society. 

To all those kind friends and members of the profession 
who have so courteously supported the object the memorial 
has in view, including yourself, Mr. Editor, I beg to offer 
my most sincere an:l cordial thanks, and particularly to Mr. 
Harrison, law-stationer, 116, Chancery-lane, who so readily 
allowed the memorial to remain on his premises, and has so 
liberally rendered his services to complete it without making 
any charge for the same. 

78, Dean-street, Soho, W., Feb. 14. 


W. J. FRrAser. 


AUTHORISED Reports. 
Sir,—On Friday, January 27th, I again heard that which 
I have not seen noticed by the reporters. Mr. Karslake was 
making an ex parte application to the Lord Chancellor, and 
proposed to cite a ease which appeared in one of the weekly 
legal journals, informing his Lordship, at the same time, 
that Vice-Chancellor Stuart had stated his resolve not to 
notice decisions reported in other than the authorised reports. 
His Lordship said he was of oninion that the cases noted in 
the weekly journals were admirably reported by members of 
the bar, who were painstaking in their labours, and he was 
convinced it would be a great loss to the profession and the 

public if such publications were to cease. 





Courr Mouse. 
CONVEYANCING, 

Sir,—I shall feel obliged by a subseriber answering the 
following quere, and referring me to a case, 

Devise, in 1829, to A. for life, and to her issue, if lawfully 
begotten. For want of issue, to B. and her issue for ever ; 
subject to the payment of several sums of money to different 
legatees. 

A. died without issue, B. is in possession of the property, 
has children, and has paid the legacies. What estate has B ¢ 
An answer in the next number will oblige, 

A Soviciror. 


Mr. Horiey’s Casr. 

Sir,—While thanking you for your observations on my un- 
fortunate case, | venture a word or two upon one paragraph 
of your critique.* You say ‘‘so far as the speech deals in as- 
sertion, and such is largely the case, it was, of course, impos- 
sible for the jury, and would be improper for us, to attach 
any weight to it; we are, therefore, unable to form any opinion 
whether the powerful—we had almost said irresistible— 
physiological argument which constitutes the main ground 
of the defence, is founded on truth or not.” 

In a matter of such grave moment, it would unquestionably 
be very wrong for you, or for any one, to take a man’s simple 
and unattested word. My poverty hindering me from em- 
ploying counsel or summoning witnesses, | could do little 
more in the Divorce Court than assert and endeayour to prove 
my assertions from my wife’s letters. So soon, however, as 
the pamphlet was published, copies were sent to Dr. Hall, 
of Eastbourne, Mr. Roberts, of Eastbourne, Dr. Moon, of 
Brighton, and Mr. Prince, of Uckfield, with letters, drawing 
their attention to the passages where their names are men- 
tioned, thus inviting them to deny (if in their power) any of 
my assertions. It is scarcely necessary to add that these 
gentlemen have denied nothing. Further, I have in my 
possession Mr. Roberts’s bill for attendance on my wife at 
her second confinement, and Dr. Hall’s bill for attendance 


* 9 Sol. Jour, 298, 
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on my wife at her first confinement. It will be remembered 
that it was alleged in court, ‘‘ Mrs. Hopley, in her first con- 
finement, had neither doctor nor nurse; Mr. Hopley said 
that gipsies could be confined under hedges, and she could be 
the same.” It is true that matters went (as stated in the 
pamphlet) so well with her that all was over before these 
gentlemen had time to arrive, but this merely tends to make 
‘the powerful physiological argument” still more powerful. 

Never, of course, imagining that such extraordinary 
charges were about to be made against ine, I was not pre- 
pared with the medical bills in court. 


Feb, 15. THomMas Hopiry. 








APPOINTMENT. 


Lewis CiArues IxNes, Esq., of the Madras Civil Service, 
to be a judge of the High Court of Judicature at Madras. 











PARLIAMENT AND LEGISLATION, 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Thursday, Feb. 9. 
MoNAstic AND CONVENTUAY ESTABLISHMENTS. 

Mr. NEWpEGATE gave notice that he would, on Friday, 
the 3rd of March, move as an amendment, on going into a 
committee of supply, for the appointment of a committee 
to inquire into the existence, character, and increase of 
monastic and conventual establishments in this country. 

Distress FOR RENT IN TRELAND. 

Mr. Macuire gave notice that he would, on an early day, 
move for leave to bring in a bill to abolish the power of dis- 
tress for the recovery of rent in Ireland. 

Monday, Feb, 13. 
TrELONY FoRrEITURES 

Mr. C, Forster asked the Attorney-General whether, in 
pursuance of his engagement last session, he was prepared to 
mtroduce a bill, at an early period of the present session, to 
alter the law of forfeiture on conviction of felony. 

The Arrorney-GENERAL said that a bill on the subject 
was in preparation, but he could hardly say it was his inten- 
tion to bring it in this session, 

THE NEW Courts or LAw. 

Mr. Wavrer asked the First Commissioner of Works 
whether he had any objection to lay on the table of the 
House a return showing the number of houses at present 
standing on the site proposed to be taken by the Government 
for the erection of the new courts of law, and also the amount 
of the population residing in those houses. 

Mr. Cowren said there would be no difliculty in furnish- 
ing a return specifying the number of houses on the site in 
question, but he could not at present state whether the in- 
formation required with respect to the number of the popula- 
tion could be given. Whatever information could be obtained 
on the subject, he should be happy to lay on the table of the 
House, 

Fres OF PARLIAMENTARY COUNSEL. 

Mr. D. Grirriri gave notice that on Thursday, the 23rd 
of February, he should move the following standing order:— 
““The fees to be received by the Parliamentary Bar practis- 
ing before committees of this House, to be regulated by the 
same rules in that respect as prevail in the ordinary courts 
of law and equity.” 

Tur Courts or Justice, &¢., Bint. 

The Sheriffs of London and Middlesex appeared at the 
bar of the house, and presented two petitions from the cor- 
poration of London in favour of the bills before Parliament 
relative to the new courts of justice. 

Tuesday, Feb. 14, 
Toe Law or Evipence, &e. 

Sir F. Kenny, in moving for leave to introduce a bill for 
the further amendment of the law of evidence and practice in 
certain courts of justice, said that the atterapts which had 
been made in the way of comprehensive measures of law 
reform had not been suecessful ; and, therefore, they must 
content themselves in bringing forward those measures 
which there was a hope of earrying through Parliament. 
Among those subjects which had recently forced themselves 











upon public attention was that as to the admissibility of 
parties in a certain position giving evidence in courts of jus- 
tice. The history of that question was somewhat remark- 
able. From the earliest times, upon the trial of any case, 
civil or criminal, everyone who was interested to the extent 
of a single shilling in the matter in issue, was disqualified as 
a witness, and scarcely a day passed without its being 
marked by a failure of justice on that account. Lord Den- 
man’s Act at length put an end to all disqualifications upon 
the ground of interest, but it was not until 1851 that par- 
ties to a suit—who were of all mankind the best to give evi- 
dence on account of their being acquainted with the facts— 
were admitted to give evidence. The Act of that year ren- 
dered parties admissible as witnesses, except in certain cases, 

and the operation of that Act had been most beneficial. 

One of those exceptions related to cases of adultery, and it 
was to that exception that he intended the bill to apply. 
The law of evidence in the Divoree Court worked a great 
anomaly, and a still greater injustice, for parties were admis- 
sible in some suits even where questions of adultery arose, 
while in others they were excluded not only where questions 
of adultery, but where questions of cruelty and of condona- 
tion arose, and for no reason except as regarded the form of 
the suit. In the case of a suit for a divorce by reason of 
adultery the parties were incompetent as witnesses, and 
if there was a suit for cruelty or desertion, or for any 
other cause of complaint by a wife against her husband, 
coupled with a complaint of adultery, the parties upon both 
sides were, until the law was partially amended, excluded 
from giving evidence, even upon collateral questions which 
might arise in the course of the suit. On the other hand, if 
a wife instituted a suit against her husband for cruelty or 
desertion, but without including adultery as a subject of 
complaint, or a suit for restitution of conjugal rights, or for 
nullity of marriage, and then the husband set up a case of 
adultery, the husband and wife might both give their evi- 
dence. By one of the clauses of this bill he proposed to 
render parties, in all cases of adultery, as wellas in every 
other case which arose in the court, competent witnesses if 
they should think fit to tender themselves for examination ; 
but he did not propose to make the law compulsory. That 
clause met with the approval of the learned judge who presided 
over the Divorce Court. In eases of declaration of legitimacy, 
and of nationality, which came before the same court, he 
had introduced a clause which would give all partics 
a right to a trial by a jury. He had also introduced 
another clause to enable all parties indicted for misde- 
meanors to become witnesses if they should think fit. He 
did not intend to violate the ancient principle of the law cf 
not compelling parties to criminate themselves, and therefore 
this clause would not be compulsory on anybody. There 

were some other clauses, such as one which would enable 

counsel in criminal prosecutions to sum up the evidence 

in the same manner as in civil actions; and there was 

another clause which would enable a judge at the 

Central Criminal Court, and at the assizes, to order a 

special jury in certain criminal cases ; but the details of 
these clauses they would be able to discuss at greater length 

when they got into committee. The hon. and learned gen- 

tleman concluded by moving in the terms above mentioned. 

The Sonicrror-GENERAL said that her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment would offer no opposition to the introduction of the 
bill. It would not be convenient, however, to enter into the 
particular provisions now. 

After a few words from Mr. HApFieLp and Mr, ScuLy, 
leave was given to bring in the bill. 

Our Raibway System. 

In answer to Mr. Roebuck and Mr. Scully,— 

The CHANCELLOR OF THE EXCHEQUER said that it was 
the intention of the Government to appoint a commission to 
inquire into the economical questions connected with our 
railway system—that is, into the cost of conveyance by rail- 
ways, and the charges generally made by railway companies 
to the public. It was not the intention to take any steps 
which could at all compromise or commit either the ministry 
or parliament to any legislation in a matter of such vast 
importance. The whole object of the proposed measure was 
to bring the facts and information bearing on the case into a 
form in which they might be thoroughly available for mem- 
bers of parliament as well as the public at large. Therefore, 
it was not the intention to advise the appointment of a com- 
mission to inquire into any subject of poliey, but merely 
into the economical facts of the case, The only question 
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was whether the inquiry should start in the first instance 
from a royal commission, or from a committee of the House. 
It had been determined to do it by royal commission, 
and in a short time he hoped to be able to lay on the table 
the terms of the commission, wherein hon. members would 
find defined with accuracy and precision the peculiar duties 
to be performed. It was not the intention of government to 
give any notice of a bill during the present session with a 
view to the application of the Act of 1844, nor did they 
think it right to promote any inquiry with respect to ques- 
tions of policy in connection with railways. What they 
wanted now to ascertain was the economical conditions under 
which railways were carried on. With respect to com- 
mencing experimentally with the Irish railways, he did not 
feel himself authorised to enter into what was only a branch 
of a larger question, He thought it would be premature to 
do so. 

Mr. Rorsvck would suggest that the area of the commis- 
sion’s duties should be so extended as to permit of inquiry 
into the circumstances which led to the creation of rail- 
ways, 

Mr. Watrore thought that an address should be moved 
in the first instance, in that house, which would give the 
right hon. gentleman the opportunity of explaining, modi- 
fying, or extending, if necessary, the functions of the com- 
mission, — 

EVIDENCE IN CRIMINAL CASES. 

The bill, prepared and brought in by Mr. Seully, 
and Mr. M‘Mahon, to amend the law of evidence in 
criminal cases, has been printed. It contains only 
two clauses. The first provides that the wife or hus- 
band (as the case may be) of any person, who in any 
criminal proceeding is charged with the commission of any 
indictable offence, or any offence punishable on summary 
conviction, shall be competent, but not compellable, to give 
evidence for or against himself or herself, or his or her wife 
or husband. Such witness is, however, subject to be cross- 
examined, and in that event is compellable to answer any 
question, although it may tend to criminate himself or her- 
self, or his or her wife or husband. The second clause re- 
peals so much of the former Act as may be inconsistent with 
the above provisions. 








SCOTLAND. 


Tur Bankrurtcy Laws. 

The following acknowledgment has been received from 
the Lord High Chancellor, in answer to the resolution 
passed at the last annual meeting of the Scottish Trade 
Protection Society held on Monday week :— 

“1, Upper Hyde Park Gardens, 
8th February, 1865. 

‘*Sir,—I am direeted by the Lord Chancellor to present 
his compliments to the president, directors, and members 
of the Scottish Trade Protection Society, and to thank them 
for the resolution which they have done him the honour to 
pass approving of his efforts to amend the bankruptcy laws. 

I have the honour to be, Sir, your obedient servant, 

*AvGustus B. ABrAWAM, Principal Secretary. 
“P, Morison, Esq., Secretary, 
Scottish Trade Protection Society, Edinburgh.” 








IRELAND. 


INSURANCE CASES. 

The case of Devitt v. The Albert Insurance Company, 
which came before the Court in a motion on the pleadings, 
and which is listed for trial at the after sittings, has excited 
much comment, the plaintiff! having refused an offer to com- 
promise the case for a small sum under the full amount of 
his claim. 

_ Itappeared that the Albert had assumed the responsibility 
of the policy, which had been effected with another com- 
pany. The age of the life was admitted on the poliey, and 
the plaintiff having purchased it at a public auction paid 
the premiums up to the death last year. The amount in- 
sured was £500, the amount payable, deducting half 
premiums due, £380. Upon application by the holder of 
the policy, the company alleged that the age had been mis- 
stated by five years, and oflered £250, which offer was after- 
wards increased to within £50 of the plaintiff's demand, but 





any sum less than the whole was refused, and the action was 
brought. The case having come before the Court in an ap- 
plication to put these circumstances on the record, Chief 
Justice Monahan expressed his opinion that the claim ought 
to be discharged without putting the plaintiff to the expense 
of a trial. 

In another insurance case a new trial has just been granted, 
two trials having been already had, and the case taken to 
the Exchequer Chamber (reported 9 Irish Jur., N. S. 62) on 
rulings made by the judge at the first trial. The second 
trial took place on the last Summer Circuit before the late 
Judge Ball, and the difficulty in the case was that the Dill 
of exceptions tendered to the late learned judge could not 
now be sealed by his executor or by any other judge. 

Court oF Excurequen. 

Splentz v. Lefevre; Shanahan v. Lefevve.—The defendants, 
Sir John George Shaw Lefevre and others, are the trustees 
of the Promoter Life Assurance Company, whom the plain- 
tiffs had sued as the holders of policies of £180 each. The 
actions were defended on the ground that there had been 
wilful misrepresentation as to the age of a lady named Rose 
Helen Meredyth, which was stated to be fifty-four years, 
whereas she was fifty-nine. 

It appeared that the proposal had been filled up by the 
agent at Tralee from information supplied by other insurers, 
and that he had adopted those statements. The main 
question raised was, whether the insurance agent bound his 
employers, the company, by representing to them an untrue 
state of facts. The actions were tried at the Cork Assizes, 
and verdicts were had for the plaintiffs, Exceptions were 
taken by the defendants on the grounds of the reception of 
illegal evidence and misdirection, but the learned judge died 
before he sealed the bill of exceptions. 

Mr. Serjeant Sullivan (Messrs. Chatterton, Q.C., Jellett, 
Q.C., and Johnson with him) now applied, on the part of 
the defendants, either that the bill of exceptions should be 
settled or that a new trial should be granted. 

Messrs. Barry, Q.C., Heron, Q.C., Exham, Q.C., Neligau, 
and O'Riordan appeared for the plaintiffs, 

Mr. Serjeant Sullivan suggested that a special ease should 
be stated in order to save the expense of a second trial, but 
Mr. Barry, Q.C., declined to agree to the suggestion, : 

Their Lordships granted an order for a new trial. 





Tue Circuir JUDGES. 

It has been arranged that Mr. Serjeant Armstrong should 
go as judge of assize on the Munster Cireuit, the Chief Baron 
taking*the Home. The arrangement became necessary, Mr. 
Justice O'Hagan having directed the prosecutions as At- 
torney-General, consequently not wishing to act as judge 
in such cases, — 
Court OF QUEEN’s BENCH 

(Before Mr. Justice Fitzgerald, and a special Jury.) 
PriviLEGeD ComMMUNICATION—THE Lorp, CHANCELLOR. 

O'Sullivan v. Walsh.—In the course of this case, a question 
was raised as to the privilege of the Lord Chancellor to with- 
hold such communications as have passed between his Lord- 
ship and other persons respecting the conduct of magistrates. 
His Lordship occupied a seat on the bench. 

The plaintiff and defendant are both in the commission 
of the peace for the county Roscommon. The action was 
for a libel addressed to the Lord Chancellor. In March, 
1864, the defendant had a dispute with a tenant and dis- 
trained him; the tenant (whose name was Hanley) re- 
plevied, the plaintiff being his surety. Upon this the 
defendant wrote to the plaintiff the following note: — 

‘*Dear Sir, —There is a secret in my possession about you 
which I have kept to myself for many years. It is backed by 
depositions. Let Hanley alone.” 

This the plaintiff forwarded to the Lord Chancellor, 
requesting him to require the defendant to produce 
the depositions referred to. The Chancellor having 
communicated with Mr. Walsh received from him a 
statement that in March, 1855, ‘the steward, Charles 
Brien, came to him (defendant), although he was in 
a very precarious state of health. He walked into the 
room without any support, and remained standing while 
he was speaking. He said that he thought himself ex- 
tremely ill, and that he attributed his malady to internal 
injuries inflicted on him by O'Sullivan, N.B.—Charles 
srien died the next day.” 

This statement was forwarded by the Chancellor to the 
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plaintiff. Subsequently, the Chancellor, through his secre- 
tary, demanded back the document, and it was given by the 

laintiff under protest, he having previously laid it before 
his legal advisers, and the present action was brought. 

The plaintiff having deposed to these cireumstances, 

Mr. Whiteside, Q.C., for plaintiff, called on My, Perrin, late 
secretary to the Lord Chancellor, to produce the documents. 

Mr. Perrin said he had received instructions from the 
Lord Chancellor not to produce any documents without his 
authority. 

Plaintiff, in reply to further questions, said that a state- 
ment had been forwarded to him from the Lord Chancellor's 
officer, and that he had returned it, after making a copy. 

Mr. Perrin was then examined, to prove that there was a 
correspondence between the Lord Chancellor and the parties, 

The Lord Chancellor, being sworn, was asked, Did he de- 
cline to produce the statement forwarded to him by the de- 
fendant. 

His Lordship said that the statement was in his custody, 
but he objected to produce it, on the grounds that the pro- 
duction of a statement sent to him by a magistrate, in answer 
to a complaint against him, was a document that ought not 
to be produced as regarded the public service. He should 
be obliged to abandon a very important part of his duty if 
he “produced such a document. 

laintiff’s counsel argued that the letter which they de- 
signed as the libel ought to be produced, and stress was laid 
on the case of Dickson v. Lord Wilton, where the letter 
written by the colonel of a regiment to the authorities was 
held not to be a privileged communication. 

Serjeant Armstrong insisted that the authority cited had 
no application, for there the letter was produced, and its 
contents were what were held not to be privileged. 

Mr. Justice Fitzgerald said the question was one not new to 
him, for he had to consider it on several occasions when 
Attorney-General. He was clearly of opinion, on grounds 
of public policy, that he could not make an order requiring 
the Lord Chancellor to produce the letter in question. 

The plaintiff’s counsel declined to be non-suited. 

Mr. Justice Fitzgerald said he would then direct the jury fo 
find upon one of the counts for the defendant. 

Mr. Whiteside said that he would except to the direction, 
so as to have the case put into a train for decision in the 
Court above. 

His Lordship then asked some questions of the Lord 
Chancellor, in order to have the facts intelligible upon 
which to ground the bill of exceptions, and the Chancellor 
stated that a lengthened intermediate correspondence had 
taken place on the subject of the statement made by the 
defendant. 

The jury then, by the direction of the learned judge, 
found a verdict for the defendant. 

Counsel for the plaintiff :—Messrs. Whiteside,Q.C., M.P., 
Dowse, Q.C., and Byrne :—for defendant, Mr. Serjt. Arm- 
strong, Mr. Morris, Q.C., and Mr. Romney Foley. 

In another case, in the Exchequer, the privilege of the 
Lord Lieutenant to withhold a report made by one of the 
inspectors of prisons, came into question: as nothing has 
yet been decided in that case, we defer a report. 

Rotts Courr—Mrxor—INvanip Marniacr CEREMONY. 

Feb. 13.—In ve Quinton, @ Minor,.—The minor, a 
young Protestant lady, whose friends reside in the county 
of Fermanagh, was married about twelve months ago, 
by a Roman Catholic priest, to an attorney’s clerk, 
named Peterson, in a private house in Enniskillen. The 
Master of the Rolls treated the ceremony as a contempt, 
and one of the priests who was supposed to have taken 
part in the proceeding was prosecuted at the Monaghan 
assizes, but was acquitted. Miss Quinton has been living 
with a female relative in Fermanagh, and, having lately 
attained her majority, counsel applied on her behalf that 
she should be discharged from the wardship of the Court, 
that a regular marriage between her and Peterson, who is 
now in Liverpool, should be confirmed, and that the remains 
of her fortune, which was originally about £1,000, but 
which has been reduced, is said, nearly one-half by law 
costs, should be settled to her use. 

Mr. Exham, .C., now moved that Mr. Dane, solicitor, and 
brother of Miss Quinton, should be appointed trustees under 
the deed of settlement. The other relatives of Miss Quin- 
ton were so much opposed to her that she did not wish any 
of them to be her trustees, 

His Honour granted the motion. 





FOREIGN TRIBUNALS & JURISPRUDENCE. 


FRANCE. 
Tue Law or Lunacy. 

The woman who shot at the curé, M, Hanicle, in the 
church of St. Severin, will not be brought to trial. Certain 
authorities, nobody knows who, have decided that she is of 
unsound mind, and she will be sent to a lunatic asylum. 
The lunacy laws in France are extremely bad and supremely 
uncertain. There is never any public inquiry into the state 
of mind of an alleged lunatic, whether criminal or otherwise. 
Frightful jobs, whether in screening a criminal from justice, 
or putting an obnoxious person under lock and key, are 
therefore much easier and (presumably) more frequent in 
France than in England. When « prisoner’s counsel sets up 
the defence of insanity, the jury have no means of placing it 
upon record whether they acquit upon that plea or upon the 
merits; and it is optional with certain functionaries, of whose 
proceedings the public know nothing, to treat the acquitted 
prisoner as a lunatic or not. Indiscriminate worshippers of 
the Code Napoleon would do well to reflect upon this, which 
is only one instance out of many of its defects, 

TrapE Marks. 

The Tribunal of Correctional Police has just been engaged 
during three sittings in hearing a complaint made by Brother 
Nestor Joseph, as superior of the Abbey of Grace-Dicu, near 
Besancon, against an ex-prior of the same abbey, named 
Stremler, who was charged with having infringed the rights 
of the monks by selling a compound of his making wnder the 
name of ‘Trappistine,” a liqueur for the manufacture of 
which the Abbey of Grace-Dieu has acquired considerable 
reputation, The plaintifl’s counsel alleged that the receipt 
for the liqueur in question, and the name given to it, were 
the property of the «abbey, and that the defendant had no 
right to use them. The counsel for the defence argued, on 
the contrary, that the liqueur in question had been invented 
by Stremler, while prior of the abbey, and that the jury. 
of the exhibition at Nantes had rewarded him a medal for 
it. The Avoeat-lnpérial supported the complaint, and 
proved that the medal in question had been granted to the 
abbey, and not to the prior personally, as the jury had 
made no mention of his name, The Tribunal accordingly 
decided that the ‘*Trappistine”’ was the property of the 
abbey, and condemned Stremler to pay 200f, fine, 1,000f, 
damages to the plaintiff, and all costs, 

Tur Monrmorency TITLe. 

The Civil Tribunal of the Seine has given judgment in 
the suit of the Montmorency family against Count de Talley- 
rand-Périgord, by declaring itself incompetent to try the 
case on its merits, seeing that the assumption of the title in 
question has been made in virtue of an Imperial decree, 
the legality or bearing of which the Tribunal had no juris- 
diction to detennine. It therefore left the parties to seck 
their remedy in another Court, and condemned the plaintiff's 
to pay the costs. 

The Court of Cassation recently dismissed the appeal 
of M. Barthélemy, who, it will be remembered, was sen+ 
tenced to cight days’ imprisonment for allowing M, Garnier 
Pagts and his friends to hold an clectoral meeting in his 

The highest court lays down the doctrine dis- 








warehouse, 
tinetly that electoral meetings are not privileged, and cannot 
be held without government permission. 

Tur Law or Linen. 

The Imperial Court of Paris has just heard an appeal 
from a sentence of the Tribunal of Correctional Police, by 
which M. Beaujoint, the author of a novel entitled ‘* Nuits 
de Paul Niquet,” and M. Bunel, the responsible editor of 
the Omiaibus, a journal in whieh that novel was published, 
were condemned on the complaint of the heirs of Paul 
Niquet to pay a fine of 100f., with 200fr, damages tor 
libellous statements made in the said novel. it appears 
that, in the beginning of the present century, one Paul 
Niyuct established a wineshop in the neighbourhood of the 
Marché des Innocents, which afterwards beeame a notorious 
night-house, frequented by all sorts of bad characters ; but 
Niquet had retired from business long before that period, 
though the house continued to be known by his name. M. 
Beaujoint, in his novel, made the establishment the 
rendezvous of all the robbers and assassins whose imaginary 
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adventures he relates, and Niquet’s heirs, considering the 
narrative a libel on their ancestor, and reflecting dishonour 
on themselves, took legal proceedings with the result 
stated. Against that decision the defendants now appealed, 
and their connsel argued that his clients had had no inten- 
tion of libelling the complainants, of whose very existence 
they were ignorant ; that Niquet had sold his business in 
1822, and that the events in the novel are described as 
occurring about 1840, when the house really bore the repu- 
tation attributed to it by the author; also that the defen- 
dants, as soon as complaints were made by the Niquets, at 
once disclaimed all intention of annoying them, and de- 
clared their conviction of the respectability of the family 
whose name unfortunately figured in the novel. The Court, 
taking this view of the case, quashed the judgment, and 
condemned the Niquets to pay all costs. 
THE ELECTORAL PROSECUTION. 

The Cour de Cassation has just given its decision on 
the appeal of “The Thirteen.” It may be characterised 
by one word—it is simply preposterous; it sets at de- 
fiance, law, fact, and common sense. The case will not 
have been forgotten by our readers.* The defendants ap- 
pealed to the Cour de Cassation, and on Saturday last a 
Judgment was delivered by that Court, dismissing the appeal, 
and affirming the judgment of the courts below. This judg- 
ment amounts to this—that henceforth the opposition 
cannot have any election committees, unless the Government 
first gives its permission; and converts the law of 1834, 
which was a measure to prevent conspiracy, into an elee- 
tioneering tool for the exclusive use of the Government. 
It also confirms the marvellous doctrine that thirteen per- 
sons can be prosecuted for forming an illegal association of 
more than twenty persons. The following is the text of the 
judgment : 

‘* As to the plea in support of the appeal of the judgment 
below constituting a false application and a violation of 
Articles 291 and 292 of the penal Code, and of Articles 1, 
2, and 3 of the law of April 10, 1834, and likewise a viola- 
tion of the fundamental principles of French constitutional 
law, insomuch as said judgment, whilst admitting that the 
alleged association, whose existence it affirms, was an elec- 
toral committee, nevertheless set forth that the provisions of 








, the law above quoted were applicable to it; 


“Considering that the object of the law of 1834 was to 
extend the operations of the Articles of the Penal Code 
quoted above to all associations whatever, and that it appears 
from the discussion that no exception was mude in favour of 
electoral associations ; 

‘*Considering that, as regards the absence of any nominal 
designation of the complementary associates,+ it is not re- 
quired by law that, in such cases, the judgment should 
specify those who may have been prosecuted, or that they 
should be known by name or personally designated ; 

“Considering, therefore, that the judgment below does 
not violate the law of April 20, 1810, and has only made a 
proper application of the law of 1834 in sentencing the 
appellant to a fine of 500fr. for the offence of association ; 

“*Considering, moreover, that the judgment is regular ; 

“The Court dismisses the appeal with costs.” 

This judgment is final. It gives a certain degree of proba- 
bility, to a current report of an ‘Electoral Reform Bill,” 
said to be in course of preparation, which contemplates the 
doing away with ‘general elections” altogether. The 
Corps Legislatif is to be elected for nine years, and 
every third year one-third of the members would go out, and 
have to be re-elected. The bitterest enemies of the Govern- 
ment cannot but hope that such a measure will be really 

carried into effect. 








SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS. 
THE CONCENTRATION OF THE LAW COURTS. 


A meeting of the Jurisprudence Department of the Na- 
tional Association for the Promotion of Social Science was 
held on Thursday evening last, at their rooms in the Adelphi; 
Mr. Tuomas Wenster, F.R.S., in the chair. 

A report was read from the committee of the department 
in favour of the concentration, wnder one roof, of all the 
courts and offices of law in London. The report, after show- 


“¥8 Sol. Jour.839. 
t The fictitious persons added to make up twenty-one.—Ed. S. J. 





ing what had already been done with reference to the pro- 


ject and the present state of the question, urged the neces- 


sity of the metropolitan and provincial law societies, and 
similar bodies, petitioning Parliament, and waiting upon 
their representatives to request them to support the bills. 

Mr. Seymour Tevron hoped that the members of the 
legal profession and others would use their influence with 
their representatives in Parliament to support the Govern- 
ment bills. 

Mr. Robert Srvarr trusted that the bringing together of 
all the courts of law would promote the fusion of law and 
equity. 

Mr. E. W. Freip dwelt on the fallacy attempted to be 
raised that no funds in Chancery existed available for the 
erection of new law courts. He was glad to see that the 
benchers of Lincoln’s-inn were coming round in opinion as 
to the desirability of the Carey-street site. The site of the 
Thames Embankment, thoughtempting to the eye, would not 
be so convenient either to the members of the profession or 
to the suitors, and as the fees of the latter would provide the 
funds, there was no reason why the suitorsshould be dragged 
to the water side for ornament sake. He hoped that some 
solicitors, or gentlemen earnest in the object in view, would 
be appointed on the governing body. 

Mr. F. Hit approved of the Carey-street site, and pro- 
posed that the report should be worded more emphatically 
in its favour. 

Mr. Hastines said that the site had many technical ad- 
vantages combined, which no other available site could pos- 
sibly afford. A portion of the site being in the city of London 
would enable the citizens to settle their own litigation under 
the advantages of the new courts within their own jurisdic- 
tion. The feeling now was everywhere becoming unanimous 
in its favour. 

The CuarrMAn thought, for the purposes of utility, the 
proposed site was by far the best. 

After some observations, in which Sir F, H. Goldsmid, 
Sart., M.P., Mr. W. S. Cookson, and Mr. Williams took 
part, the report was adopted. 

NATIONAL ASSOCIATION FOR THE PROMOTION 
OF SOCIAL SCIENCE, 

At a meeting of this society on Tuesday, the 31st ulto., .a 
paper “On the Economical Principles of a Reform of the 
Legislation and Administration for the Conveyance of Pas- 
sengers and Goods on Railways,” was read by Edwin Chad- 
wick, C.B., president of the department. 

The following sketch of its principal features may be in- 
teresting to our readers, especially in connection with the 
present power of the Government to assume the manage- 
ment of all the railways in the kingdom :— 

“We are now approaching a period when it is provided that 
a power may be exercised of resuming the public rights and 
of asserting governmental duties in respect of a large pro- 
portion of our railways, by purchasing them under an Act 
obtained by Mr. Gladstone on the report of a committee of 
inquiry, in 1844, to commence in twenty-one years from the 
year then following. This renders it expedient that there 
should be an early examination of the subject. 

“We have it then before us to consider how to prevent 
errors of legislation for the future as well as how to retrieve 
what we may of those which eminent railway authorities 
admit and declare to be the errors of the past. It may be 
alleged, as a general proposition with respect to the future, 
that railway communication is as yet only partially developed 
in Great Britain. Though the topic is not apparently one of 
direct economy, I may state that the further development 
of railway traffic in crowded urban districts is of sanitary 
importance to prevent and reduce the overcrowding of popu- 
lations by spreading them over wider areas. The great ex- 
pense of land in the old covered urban districts will fre- 
quently render new suburban sites necessary for new con- 
structions, for which small branch railways, and in some 
places horse tramways will be required ; in this way, also, 
much of the traffie in old suburban districts may be carried 
on as in Paris and other citics. The due development of 
the mineral produce of the country will also require new 
branch or spur lines, as well as greatly reduced charges on 
goods traffic, to meet the competition developed by the 
special facilities given en several of the continental lines. 
It will not be denied that agricultural traffic is also only 
partially developed, and an examination of the map will 
show how much horse tramway or steam railway appli- 
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ances are needed for wide agricultural districts. Such im- 
portant means of relief and of manufacturing and agri- 
cultural development are now cramped by enormous and 
unnecessary legal expenses incurred by the opposition of 
the old companies, from the apprehension that such short 
lines may compete, as they often may, with their old short 
line traflic. I have, moreover, high engineering authority 
for stating that, in general, beside the existing trunk lines, 
new lines may be constructed at about one-third the expense 
of the old ones, and that such are the improvements of con- 
struction available for these new lines, that if they are con- 
fined to passenger traflic, and kept clear, as main lines ought 
to be, of goods traffic, they may be werked with more con- 
venient and safe and pleasant carriages, with greater safety, 
at more than one-third greater speed, than on the old lines ; 
that, for instance, the journey from London to Liverpool 
may be performed regularly in three hours and a-half instead 
of five hours and a-half, and to Edinburgh in seven hours 
instead of twelve hours, and that more safely and at greatly 
reduced fares, 

“Captain Galton, of the Royal Engineers, who is of the 
highest authority on railway construction and administra- 
tion, observes in his official report on the railways of the 
United States, that— 

‘It is much to be regretted that almost all the English 

railway companies have so entirely disregarded the comfort 
of second and third class passengers, although, as a general 
rule, second class, and sometimes even third class, passen- 
gers pay a higher fare than is required for the much superior 
accommodation of American railways.’ 
And he describes the superior construction of the Ameri- 
can railway cars, which are being imitated on the Continent, 
as being wider than the English carriages, better lighted and 
ventilated, and enabling passengers to move about and 
select their society ; such carriages, moreover, having with 
the larger space less weight. The practice, he states, is uni- 
versal in America of gape | the train in the charge of a 
conductor, who, like the captain of a ship, has full control 
over its movements, exercises a kind of police over the pas- 
sengers, and is the guardian of ladies and children travelling 
alone. This person could not, however, discharge his duties 
unless he had the power of moving from one part of the 
train to another, which he does through the passage between 
the seats, and he is at the call of anyone in case of necessity. 
Hence such insults and outrages as occur on the English 
railways are there unknown, With respect to speed, he 
speaks of sixty miles as a speed attained now on the Great 
Western ; and as being attainable on well-constructed rails 
in England, even on the narrow guage. On the whole, it 
will be found that the existing railways are under conditions 
of insecurity to the shareholders’ property, as well as of in- 
convenience and danger to the public, and of comparative 
detriment to manufactures and commerce, and to the social 
progress of the country. 

“At the outset of railway communication, I, with 
other public officers, objected to giving up to irresponsible 
private speculators the public highways and means of com- 
munication as sources of private enterprise and profit ; and 
I urged that the Government, on behalf of the public, 
should determine upon the lines, and provide the capital for 
their construction, and put them up for competition, to con- 
struct, maintain, and work responsibly. Much of this 
course has been taken in Belgium, Wurtemburg, France, 
Switzerland, and other continental States. 

‘* Now let us consider the position simply as it affects the 
shareholders. In England, the net receipts, less interest on 
preference shares and loans, are even now under 4 per cent. 
on the ordinary share capital, and the shareholders would 
have gained largely if they could have kept their money 
in Government securities. In Belgium, the net profits 
on the Government and private capital expended average 
nearly 53 per cent.;in France more than 63; in Prussia 
nearly 74, with fuel and iron much dearer. But let us look 
at the results to the public. It may be stated that in Eng- 
land the average fares per 100 miles are, for the first class 
passengers, 15s. 10d.; the second class, 11s. 6d. ; third 
class, 7s. 6d. In Belgium they are for the first class, 
6s. 6d.; the second class, 5s. 6d. ; for the third class, 3s. 
In France they are 13s, 6d., 10s., and 7s. respectively ; 
and in the German States somewhat lower, But it is re- 
ported by Captain Galton, and generally admitted, that 
their third {class is generally as good as our second class, 
and their second class as good as our first. Then as to 
security ; it is proved by the returns that in France travel- 








ling is seven times, in Belgium nine times, and in Prussia 
sixteen times less dangerous than in England. It is true, 
that on the Continent speeds are lower than with us ; but 
there the people do not like high speeds, it is only with us 
that there is a due appreciation of the economic maxim, that 
time is money. Nor does the ditlevence of speed materially 
affect the relative economy of the transit. Indeed, it is 
stated that the wear and tear on the slower trains, with fre- 
quent stoppages, is the greatest. On official inquiry into 
the causes of our railway accidents, more than nine out of 
ten have been pronounced to have arisen from causes under 
control, from want of discipline, from insufiicient regulations, 
or from the misplaced parsimony of the directors or the 
superior officers ; in other words, from inferior administra- 
tion. Whatever we may be as regards the past means of 
communication in this country, in respect to those im- 
mediately available, we are slow, and dear, and not safe. 
The late Mr. Robert Stephenson, at a reception given to him 
in Canada, solemnly warned the Canadians to avoid the 
example of England, and to look to the examples of Belgium, 
of Switzerland, and of France, for their guidance. 

**Much, however, of the continental legislation is at variance 
with the sound economical principle which in strictness, I 
submit, excludes charges, either as profits or a revenue, on 
intercommunication, The fact of a railway, private any 
more than public, yielding a return of profit by a toll, or 
even paying for the cost of construction or of working, by a 
toll, is as fallacious a test of its full value as would be a toll 
on a road or by-way on a private estate or on a farm. It is 
a frequent case that a road or a railway ‘‘ pays” in the im- 
proved value of land or of houses, as also in other ways, 
although it utterly fails to pay working expenses by direct 
tolls or fares, I may cite as an illustration of the principle 
the case, not of a railway, but of Waterloo Bridge, within 
sight of this place. It has been a total loss to the 
original shareholders. But having had oceasion to look for 
rating purposes at the improved rentals obtained subse- 
quently to the construction of the bridge road, and of the 
streets branching from it, and of other improvements on the 
south side of the river traceable to the construction of the 
bridge, it was evident that it has paid to the district. This 
observation is @ fortiori applicable to the branch roads and 
future constructions I have specified. Looking to the col- 
lateral as well as the direct advantages of the most free 
transport, it may be laid down as a general economical rule,* 
especially applicable to new constructions, that all eharges 
upon the means of transport should be reduced to the bare 
cost of the requisite service, to the exclusion of profit, or 
strictly, where practicable, to the exclusion of tolls; and 
that any taxes, local or general, on communication, are the 
first in economic and financial policy to be removed. 

I do not, however, think it necessary, in proposing the prin- 
ciple of charging for service, to press it absolutely to the exclu- 
sion of all surplus profit for revenue, The actual cost of the 
service of carrying a letter by the post may be stated to he 
three-farthings, but I see no serious economical objection to 
giving the Government itself the benefit of the odd farthing 
or the even money. But the common railway administra- 
tion, under erroneous legislation, goes beyond payments for 
services to systematic and pernicious exactions on neces- 
sities, I illustrate the distinction in principle by such ex- 
amples as the following, which are familiar at our sea-ports. 
A belated traveller from London presents himself, say, to a 
group of Deal boatmen, to be put on board a vessel just out 
of hail and about to set sail. The boatmen see that unless 
‘*the fare” is put on board, he will lose his voyage and 
probably his passage money; and instances oceur, where 
not one boat was to be had for Jess than five pounds or 
more to put the passenger on board,—to do that for which 
the payment of half an hour or an hour’s werk in a 
regulated service, the payment, in fact, of as many shil- 
lings, would be most liberal; whereas the payment en- 
forced is an exaction on Charges on goods, 
not on account of any special care required, or risk in 
the way of insurance charge, but on account of their sup- 
posed value or the necessity of their conveyance ; charges on 
passengers, not in respect to the amount or sort of service 
they require, byg in reference to their social condition and 
supposed means of payment, partake of the pernicious prin- 
ciple of exactions on necessities. A complaint was, some 
time ago, publicly made on behalf of some of the larger 
railway companies that they were not liberally treated by the 
Post Office, and that they were called upon to perform the 
service of that department at rates of payment whichatlorded 
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them little or no remuneration. In answer, it was shown 
by the Post Office that the existing mail coaches, which do 
the work at what may be called a payment for services, 
earried the mails at an average expense of 2}d. per mile, 
whilst the railway charges, which might be designated ex- 
actions on necessities, averaged 10d. per mile. The maxi- 
mum charge of stage coach conveyance was 10d. per mile ; 
of the railways, 4s. 10d. per mile. 
working a railway train may be taken at about 13d. per mile 
for a train carrying on an average about 70 tons, or indeed 
1,000 passengers ; the prime cost of goods transit averages, 
may be stated to be about 1s. per ton for a hundred nules. 
In the case of the public mails, the exaction on necessities 





for a use of the fraction, or some four hundredth part of 


the train, was from 60 to 260 per cent. more than the prime 
cost of carrying the whole load of the train. It was lately 
stated before a commmittee of the House of Lords, by the 
manager of the Midland Company, that they brought coal 
from Derbyshire and Nottinghamshire for a charge of 6s. 
per ton to London, but that a charge of 2s. a ton was made 
there for merely passing over the lines to Kensington, which 
had practically the etfect of stopping its passage. When 
Captain Lawes was manager of the Leeds and Manchester 
railway, there was but a small quantity of fish brought into 
Manchester from the east coast. The directors, with the 
false economy and the common inveterate habit of vulgar 
traders, considering fish asa luxury for the few, would charge 
for its conveyance, not for the service of the conveyance, but 
on their estimate of the necessity of its conveyance and value 
as aluxury. With difficulty the captain got them to charge 
more nearly for the service of the conveyance, consequently 
at lower rates ; and the effect was, that the transport of fish 
was increased from three and a-half tons to eighty tons per 
week, and whilst at the lower rates it became the food of the 
many, the railway returns were greatly improved. 

(To be continued.) 
AND PROVINCIAL 

CIATION, 

The following is a copy of the petition lately presented to 
the House of Commons by the Metropolitan and Provincial 
Law Association, on the subject of the Concentration of the 
Courts of Justice :— 

To the honourable, &e., the humble, &c¢.,— 

Showeth,—That your petitioners are an association con- 
sisting of nearly 800 solicitors practising in England and 
Wales, of whom about 600 carry on business in the pro- 
vinces ; and that their objects are to promote the better 
and more economical administration of the law, and to 
maintain the rights and inerease the usefulness of the pro- 
fession : 

That your petitioners are strongly convinced of the very 
great benefits which would result to the whole country from 
a concentration of all the superior courts of law and equity, 
the Probate and Divorce Court, the Court of Bankruptey, 
and the High Court of Adiriralty, and the various offices 
belonging to the same, in one central locality : 

That such concentration would materially diminish the 
expenses of litigants, and would prove an incalculable ad- 
vantage to every suitor, as well as to the Bar and to attor- 
neys and solicitors ; and it would fac ge far more business 
being performed by the same number of persons than is 
practicable in the present dispersed siention and most in- 
convenient state of the courts and offices, and would avoid 
many postponements and delays : 

That such concentration would also prove a relief to all 
non-litigant taxpayers by saving the time of the judges : 

That your petitioners cordially concur in the conclusions 
and recommendations (both as to the site of the proposed 
palace of justice, and the source from which the necessary 
funds might be provided) submitted in July, 1860, in their 
report by the majority of the commissioners appointed by 
her Majesty to consider this subject : 

That firmly entertaining these views, your 
anxiously anticipate the renewed introduction, this session, 
to your honourable House, of bills for carrying out such 
concentration on the site recommended by such comuiuis- 
sioners, and usually known as the “ Ca®ey-strect site.” 

That all the more important features bearing on the ques- 
tion of the courts and offices were thoroughly investigated 
upwards of a quarter of a century ago by two committees, 
consisting of most distinguished members of the then House 
of Commons, and the scheme of concentration has been sup- 
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ported by the evidence of numerous eminent lawyers of 
every shade of political opinion, from Lord Cottenham and 
Lord Langdale to the Earl of Devon (Courtenay, formerly 
Master), Sir Launcelot Shadwell, and Sir James Wigram : 

That the feeling of all attorneys and solicitors, and of all 
the inns of court (except Lincoln’s inn *) is entirely in favour 
of the scheme and site referred to, and even in Lincoln’s-inn 
it is understood the opinion is divided. 

That the much desired fusion of law and equity would 
he greatly assisted by the ee mt intercourse which such 
concentration would produe e between the different bars, and 
what, perhaps, is equally important, greater facilities would 
be afforded br frequent communication between the judges 
of the different courts. 

That it is highly desirable that the great benetits that the 
passing of Acts for carrying out the proposed scheme would 
confer on all classes of her Majesty’s subjects, should not be 
delayed longer than the absolute necessities of the case 
require. 

Your petitioners therefore humbly pray that bills to enable 
the Commissioners of her Majesty’s Works to acquire ‘the 
Carey-street site” for the erection of courts of justice, and 
of the various oflices belonging to the same, and to supply 
means towards defraying the expenses of providing such site, 
courts of justice, and oflices, may, with all possible de spatch, 
pass your honourable House and become law. 

And your petitioners will ever pray, &e. 

(Signed) Epwarp F. Burtroy, 
Purtie RickMAN, See 


Chairman. 
retary, 
JURIDICAL SOCIETY. 

Lord Stanley, M.P., in the chair, 

A paper was read by Mr. Edward Webster, on the subject 
of ‘ capital punishment in eases of murder,” contending that 
penal servitude for life, irremissible except on the convict 
saving life, and pardonable only on the establishment of his 
innocence, should be substituted. He considered the ques 
tion before the Royal commission, | not exclusively one of 
police, but one also involving considerations of great sceial 
linporte ince affee ting civ ilization, and that the the ologic al 
arguments had been abandoned at least by the House of 
Commons. As moral retribttions, executions, he said, were 
valueless, and that even if the number and atrocity of mur- 
ders remained the same, a secondary punishment would 
oceasion much good by its certainty, and especially hy 
avoiding the possibility of an innocent person dying on the 
scaffold. The crime of murde vr, he said, was one sui genevis 
—presenting an uniform origin—though varying in species, 
and was of a nature which prevented the fear of the execu- 
tioncr. Most murders were impulsive, and nearly allied to 
insanity. He referred to other countries in which the 
capital penalty had been abrogated for several years and not 
re-established, and concluded by alleging that, under a 
secondary punishment, murder and its kindred offences 
would be less frequent, because the community would be 
more humane. The lecture appeared to give much satisfae- 
tion. Mr. W. M. Best, Mr. Worsley, Mr. Dudley Camp- 
bell, Mr. Maequeen, Q.C., Mr. Tallack (Secretary to the 
Ante Capit: al Punishment Association), addressed the meeting. 
The Chairman, alluding to the fact of his being on a Royal 
commission engaged in considering this question, abstained 
from expressing any opinion on the subject generally, beyond 
admitting the evils of public executions, and he then samme: 
up the arguments of the speakers with his usual ability. 





LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL, 


LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 

At the meeting of this society on Tuesday, the 14th 
February inst., Mr. Kenrick in the chair, the question dis- 
cussed was ‘Should the patent laws be repealed without 
prejudice to existing rights ?” 

Mr. Bradford opened the debate on the aflirmative side, 
but the question was decided in the negative. 





At the Court of Benkruptey on Wednesday fore 
the Hon. 8. Bethell, Registrar, reference was made to the 
delay in the declaration of dividends under insolvent estates, 
through the neglect of solicitors to bring in their bills of 
costs for taxation. The learned Registrar said that creditors 


* It appears from “the proceedings in Parliament this week, that 
this exception may now be omitted.—Eb, S. 
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complained of the inconveniences caused by this omission, 
dividend meetings having to be postponed sometimes 
for months, and in some cases even years, through the non- 
delivery of solicitors’ bills. He said that steps would be 
taken in order to remedy this evil; and in one matter, 
where the costs had not been made out, he directed an ad- 
journment fora month, with a view to the taxation of the 
costs and a final division of the bankrupt’s assets. It strikes 
us as a new ground of complaint against solicitors that they 
are too remiss in enforcing payment of their bills. 

A Law Stupents’ Depatinc Socrery.—On Wednesday 
evening a meeting of articled clerks to solicitors in Man- 
chester was held under the presidency of Mr. G. P. Allen, 
solicitor, at the Court of Bankruptey, for the purpose of 
forming a Law Students’ Debating Society for articled clerks 
in Manchester. It was unanimously resolved that the above- 
named society should be formed. After an inaugural ad- 
dress from the chairman, and a few remarks from some of 
the gentlemen present, the members of the newly-constituted 
society proceeded to elect its officers. Mr. Commissioner 
Jemmett was elected president, and Mr. Registrar Harris 
vice-president ; the remainder of the officers are articled 
clerks of this city. The society resolved to hold its meetings 
every alternate Wednesday evening, at seven o'clock, at the 
Court of Bankruptey, and to confine its debates to legal and 
jurisprudential topics. 








ESTATE EXCHANGE REPORT, 


AT THE GUILDHALL HOTEL. 
Feb. 10.—By Messrs. Norton & 'I'r1st. 

Leasehold residence, being No. 3, Berkeley-square ; held on lease for 
a term, whereof 21 years will be unexpired at Lady-day next, at a 
rent of £202 5s. per annum—Sold for £150. 

Leasehold ground-rents, amounting to £43 15s. per annum, arising 
out of 6 tenements, situate in Edward’s-place, Bryanston-suare ; 
term, 24 years unexpired—Sold for £310. 

Feb, 14.—By Messrs. WinstanLEy & Horwoon. 

Lasehold shop and premises, being No. 111, Jermyn-street, West- 
minster; let on lease at £180 per annum; term, 67 years from 
1833: ground-rent, £27 5s. per annum—Sold for £1,850. 

Leasehold business premises, being No. 11:, Jermyn-street aforesaid ; 
let on lease at £165 per annum; term similar to above; ground- 
rent, £28 15s. per aunum—Sold for £1,840. 

Leasehold residence, being No. 110, Jermyn-street aforesaid ; let on 
lease at £150 per annum; term similar to above ; ground-rent, 
£29 3s. 3d. per annum—Sold for £1,360. 

Leasehold house, being No. 1, Wells-street, Westminster ; let at £80 
per annum; term similar to above; ground-rent, £18 per annum 
—Sold for £630. 

Leasehold house, being No. 2, Wells-street, Westminster; Ict on lease 
at £80 per annum; term similar to above; ground-rent, £18 per 
annum—Sold for £630. 

Leashold house, being No. 5, Wells-street aforesaid; let at £80 per 
annum; term similar to above; ground-rent, £15 0s. 6d. per 
annum—Sold for £650. 

Leasehold house, being No. 6, Wells-street aforesaid; let at £80 per 
annum; term similar to above; ground-rent, £15 0s. 6d. per 
annum—Sold for £660. 

AT GARRAWAY’S. 
Feb. 7.—By Messrs. Dengnnam & Tewson. 

Leasehold, 2 residences, being Nos. 1 and 2, Castle-villas, Shore-road, 
Hackney ; term, 80 years from 1862; ground-rent, £10 per annum 
each—Sold for £1,489. 

Freehold villa, being 2, Springfield-road, Colney Hatch—Sold for 





Absolute reversion to one-fourth of £1,050 Reduced 3 per Cent. Bank 
oa receivable on the death of a lady aged 76 years—Sold 
or £125, 


BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 

BAYLEY—On Feb. 9, at Westbromwich, the wife of Charles II. Bay- 
ley, Esq., Solicitor, of a daughter. 

BURY--On Feb. 14, at Lincoln’s-inn, the wife of Edward Bury, Esq., 
Barrister-at-Law, of ason. 

GIBSON—On Feb, 13, at Hexham, the wife of Richard Gibson, Esq., 
Solicitor. of a son. 

LOADEN—On Feb. 11, at Bedford-place, Russell-square, the wife of 
George Loaden, Esq., Solicitor, of a son. 

MARRIAGES. 

GRANTHAM—WILSON - On Feb. 15, at the Parish Church, Brighton, 
William Grantham, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, South Norwood, to 
Emma, daughter of Richard Wilson, Esq , Brighton, 

KAIN—PRICILARD—On Feb. 15, at Christchurch, Laneaster-gate, 
G. J. Kain, Esq, F.S.S, of 69, Chancery-lane, to Annie Catherine, 
youngest daughter of the late Richard Preston Prichard, of Syden- 
ham, Kent, ., Justice of the Peace for that county. 

MYATI—R On Feb. 11, at St Andrew’s, Islington, Willam 
Myatt, Esq., Solicitor, of Basinghall-street, E.C., to Mary Phebe, 
second daughter of Mr. William Kelf, Highwood, Sussex. 

ROMILLY—MARCHANT—On Feb. 9, at Trinity Church, Marylebone, 
William, eldest’son of the Right Hon. Sir John Romilly, Master of 
the Rolls, to Emily Idoneas, eldest daughter of Lieutenant-General 
Sir Gaspard le Marchant. 








DEATHS, 
COODE—On Feb. 13, at St. Anstell, Edward Coode, Esq., Clerk of the 
Peace for the county of Cornwall, aged 72. 





IRVING—On Feb. 12, at Grantham, Johu Irving, Esq., Solicitor. 

JEFFREY—On Jan. 12,at Demera, Edward Macdonald, only surviving 
child of William J. Jeffrey, Esq., Stipendiary Magistrate, aged 5. 

LOWNDES—On Feb. 9, at Southport, Lancashire, Matthew D. 
Lowndes, Esq., late of Liverpool, Solicitor, aged 69. 

NASH—On Jan. 14, Mrs, M. B. Nash, widow of Rowland Nash, Esq., 
formerly Assistant Registrar and Solicitor of Bishop of Lincoln’s 
Diocese, aged 77. 

SMITH—On Feb. 12, A. H. Smith, Esq., Solicitor, Vestry Clerk of St, 
Bride’s, Fleet-street, E.C. 


UNCLAIMED STOCK IN THE BANK OF ENGLAND. 


The amount of Stock heretofore standing in the following Names will be 
transferred to the Parties claiming the same, unless other Claimants appear 
within Three Months:— 

Buppte, Joun, Chatton, Northumberland, servant. £150 Ils. 4d. 
Consolidated £3 per Cent Annuities—Claimed by said J. Buddle. 
CRosstanD, Tuomas, Chelsea, Esq., deceased. £118 2s. Gd. New £3 

per Cent. Annuities—Claimed by Henry Turnbull, and Mary Ward, 

widow, the administrators. 
Kay, Rev. Wittram, Bishop's College, Calcutta, £150 Consolidated 
£3 per Cent. Annuities —Claimed by said Rev. W. Kay, 


LONDON GAZETTES, 


GMinding-up of Joint Stock Comypantes. 
Fripay, Feb. 10, 1865, 

Anglo-French Porcelain Company (Limited).—Master of the Rolls has 
fixed Thursday, Feb 23 at 12, at his chambers, Rolls-yard, for the 
appointment of an official liquidator. 

Scottish and Universal Finance Bank (Limited).—Creditors are re- 
quired, on or before March 7, to send their names and addresses, 
and the particulars of their debts or claims to Samuel Lowell Price, 

Gresham-st ; March 21 at 12 is appointed for hearing and adjudi- 
cating upor the debts and claims, : 

East Dyliffe Lead and Copper Mining Company (Limited),—Creditors 
are required, on or before March 1, to send their names and ad- 
dresses and the particulars of their debts or claims to Geo Augustus 
Cape, Adelaide-pl; March 6 at 12 is appointed for hearing and 
adjudicating upon the debts and claims. als 

Marestield Gunpowder Company (Limited).—Petition for winding-up, 
presented Feb 6, to be heard before the Master of the Rolls, Feb 18. 
Reed & Phelps, Gresham-st, solicitors for the petitioners. 

Kentish Royal Hotel Company (Limited).—Petition for winding-up, 
presented Feb 8, to be heard before the Master of the Rolls, Feb Is. 
Poole & Johnson, New-sq, Lincold’s-inn, solicitors for the petitioner. 

Palleg Anthracite Coal and Iron Company (Limited).—petition for 
winding-up, presented Feb 9, to be heard before the Master of the 
Rolls, Feb 18. Tucker, St Swithin’s-lane, solicitor for the peti- 


tioner, 
Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Frrpay, Feb. 10, 1865. 
Hull, Thos, Leicester, Maitster. March 6, 
V.C, Kindersley. Q 
Lord, Chas Frewin, Clifton-villas, Maida-hill West, Paddington, 
Attorney-at-Law. March 7. Lord v Lord, M.R. 
Ramsey, Jonathan, Stoke Damerel, Devenport, Devon, Esq. March 
13. May v Ramsey, V.C. Stuart, 
Richardson, Joseph, Queen’s Head, Sherrard-st, Golden-sq, Licensed 
Victualler. March 1. Re Pook, M.R. 
Walcot, John, Claines, Worcester, Gent. March 7. Brookes v Walcot, 





Davis v Chamberlin, 


M.R. 
Todd, John, Leeds, Innkeeper. March1, Todd v Todd, V.C, Kin- 


dersley. 
Tvurspay, Feb. 14, 1865, 
Beman, John Brooks, Kingham, Oxford, Farmer. 
v Taylor, M.R. 
Charles, Philip, Baron De L’Isle and Dudley, Penshurst, Kent. 
March 16. Foulis v Sidney, V.C. Kindersley. 
Hill, Geo, Rifle-ter, Bayswater, Esq. March 13. Meier v Hill, M.R. 
Hill, Hy, Brompton-rd, Esq. Feb 28. Hill v Hill, V.C. Wood. 
Silvester, Thos, West Bromwich, Stafford, Ironmaster. March 21. 
Steedman v Silvester, V.C. Stuart. 
Unwin, Richd Jas, College-crescent, St John’s-wood, Esq. 
Unwin v Eykyn, V.C. Kindersley. 
Creditors under 22 & 23 Wirt. cay, 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Fripay, Feb. 10, 1865, 
Cochrane, Mary Ann, Lpool, Widow. April 1. 


March 8. Beman 


March 11. 


Avison & Boult, 


upool, 

Fleet, Wm, Littleworth, Worcester, Farmer. March7. Parker & Co, 
Worcester. 

Green, Sarah, Southborough, Kent, Widow. April 3. Minet & Smith, 
New broad-st. 

Neild, Sarah, Kensington-park-gardens, Widov7. April 3. 
Mitre-court-chambers. 

Prichard, Hy, Bristol. Merchant. 
Brittan & Sons, Bristol. 

Robson, John, Bristol, Gent. March t. 

Smith, Chas, Mortlake, Surrey, Gent. March 1. Kempson & 'Trol- 
lope, Abingdon-st, Westminster. 

Symes, Job, Henstridge, Somerset, Gent. July 31, 

TuespDay, Feb. 14, 1865. 

Austin, Francis Fane, Shefford, Bedford, Wine Merchant. 
Hooper, Biggleswade. 

Bostock, Saml, Stokg upon-Trent, Stafford, Gent. March 25. Ward 


Palmer, 


March 13. Abbot & Leonard, and 


Brittan & Sons, Bristol. 


Slade, Yeovil. 


May 31. 


& Co. 

Clark, Elijah, East Mersea, Essex, Farmer. March 25, Smythies & 
Co, Colchester. 

Clive, Thos Zephaniah, Birm, Malleable Ironfounder. 
Hodgson & Son, Birm. 

Diggles, Richd, Hablesthorp, Nottingham, Farmer, 
shall & Son, East Retford. 


March 31. 
April 6. Mar- 
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ooeeth Mary, ‘Sei: Manch, Spinster. Tews 10. Nuttall, St 

Duck, John ‘Nehemiah, Bristol], Gent. March 31. Fry & Otter, Bristol. 

Helps, John, Clapham-commmon, Esq. March 20. Tatham & Proctor, 
Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Hurst, Richd, Greenhill’s-rents, St John-st, File Manufacturer. April 
13. Hopwood & Co, Chancery-lane. 


Le Blanc, Sarah Jane, Wilton-p], Belgrave-sq, Widow. March 31. 
Nelson, Doctors’-commons. 
Leech, John, The Terrace, Kensington, Artist. March 25, Denton & 


Hall, Gray’ 8-inn-sq. 

Lurking, Hy, Henley-in-Arden, Warwick, Yeoman. April 1. 
Stratford-upon-Avon. 

— Wm, Bath, Licensed Victualler. March 25. Stone & Co, 
Bat 

Perry, Hy, hae alan Somerset, Builder and Auctioneer. June 24. 


Lane, 


Lang, Somer 

Smith, Thos, Saffron Walden, Essex, Farmer. March 10. Freeland, 
Saffron Walden. 

Tomlin, Alfred, Heckington, Lincoln, Farmer. April 6. Steel, 
Sleaford. 


March 18. Seago. 
April 1. 
June 24. 


Wayth, Daniel, Lowestoft, Suffolk, Yeoman. 
Ww hishaw, Hy, South-sq, Gray’s-inn, Solicitor. 
White, Fredk, North-st, Sloane-st, Brewer. 
church-bldgs. 
Assignments for Benefit of Creditors. 
Frinay, Feb. 10, 1865, 
Gale, Eliz, Ely. Jan 2. Hall, Ely. 
Deeds registered pursuant to Bankruptcy Act, 1861. 
Farpay, Feb. 10, 1865. 


Hilleary, Fen- 


Adams, Frank, St James’s-st, Hammersmith, Lighterman. Feb 7. 
Comp. Reg Feb 9. 

Atkinson, Robt, Dewsbury, York, Sergt of Police. Feb 3. Comp. 
Reg Feb 9. 

Bell, Ann, & Richd Bell, Toddington, Bedford, Grocers. Jan 12, Comp. 
Reg Feb 8 

Bruce, John Alex, Lpool, Mast and Block Maker. Jan 27. Cony. 
Reg Feb 9. 

Jan 12, Comp. Reg 


Barnes, Richd, Accrington, Lancaster, Agent. 
Fe’ 


8. 
= Richd Job, Leighton, Salop, Farmer. Jan 12. Cony. Reg 
Feb 7. 


oe. Jas Tarker, Lpool, Timber Merchant. Jan 3l. Comp. Reg 
eb 7 
Gain. John Choyce, Alvechurch, Worcester, Needle Manufac- 


turer. Jan 12. Comp, Reg Feb 7. 
Cc lemitson, Peter Jas, Ramsgate, Grocer. Jan l4. Asst. Reg Feb 8. 


— Thos, Watchet, Somerset, Butcher. Jan 17. Conv. Reg 

cick, ‘Thos Edwd, Wandsworth-rd, Upholsterer. Jan 13. Conv. 
Reg Feb 9. 

Drew, Ambrose, ‘Ewyas Harold, Hereford, Grocer. Jan 13. Cony. 
teg Feb. 

patie Jeans Manch. Jan 25. Comp. Reg Feb 8. 

Daniel, Kev John, East Ardsley, York, Clerk. Feb 7, Conv. Reg 
Feb 9. 

Dalby, Sam}, Bradford, Bookseller. Jan 12. Comp. Reg Feb 9. 

Deane, Wm Hack, Reigate, Glass Dealer. Jan 26. Comp. Reg Feb 6. 

Friedlander, John, Lpool, Drysalter. Feb 8. Comp. Reg Feb 10. 


Greenwood, Thos, Kingston-upon-Hull, Cooper. Jan 19. Comp. 
Reg Feb 9 
Gay. “Wm, Newport, Monmouthshire, Boot Maker, Jan 13. Cony. 


Reg Feb 


Hodkinson, Isaiah, Sheffield, Bone Cutter. Jan 12. Cony. Reg 
Feb 9 

Hutchings, John, Whitehaven, Ironmonger. Jan 21. Cony. Reg 
Feb 

Marhoard, Lancaster, Lpool, Timber Merchant. Jan 24. Cony. Reg 
Feb 10. 

PB nti Edwad Thos, Datchet, Bucks, Gent. Jan 3!. Comp. Reg 
Feb 10. 

Jackson, Sidney Vaughan, Leinster-sq, Bayswater, Solicitor. Jan 11. 
Conv. Reg Feb 7. 

Keighley, Joseph, & a Keighley, Halifax, York, Engineers. Jan 
12. Conv. Reg Feb 

King. Thos Harper, Gt St Helen’s, Merchant. Feb 8. Inspectorship. 
Reg Feb 

Lyndon, David, Lpool, Merchant. Jan 12. Conv. Reg Feb 9. 

Mackay, Hugh, Lpool, Fish Dealer. Jan 12. Cony. Reg Feb 9, 

Merry ay, Hy, Malvern Link, Worcester, Wine Merchant. Jan 28. 
Conv. Reg Feb 8. 

Machin, John, Speenhamland, Berks, Carrier. Jan 14. Cony, Reg 
Feb 10 7 

Mitchell, ‘Jas, High Southwick, Durham, Grocer. Jan 17, Conv. Reg 
e 

Messenger, Richd, Greenhithe, Kent, Grocer. Jan ll. Conv. Reg 
Feb7 

Methley, Willoughby, Rrighton, Boarding-house Keeper. Jan 11. 
Conv. Reg Feb 8 

Oldacres, Thos Holmes, Nile-ter, Peckham, Comm Agent. Jan 28, 
Comp. Reg Jan 3 

Taupie, Bernard, a ‘Jose Bofill, St Dunstan’s-hill, Corn Merchants 
Jan24. Asst. Reg Fe 

Tinder, Joseph, Nottingham, Box Manufacturer. Jan 13. Comp. 
Reg Feb 8, 

tattenbury, Saml Owen, John-st, Bedford-row, Accountant. Jan 13, 
Conv. Reg Feb 10, 

Raw, Wm, Hertford, Publican, Jan 16, Comp. Reg Feb 9. 

Robinson, Dan Alex, Bradford, York, Print Seller. Feb 1. Cony. 


Reg Feb 9, 

Robinson, Hy, Birm, Boot Manufacturer, Jan 12. Comp. Reg Fe) 7. 

Roe, Israel, Hadley, Hertford, Draper. Jan 18. Cony. Reg Febs. 

h ndge, Joseph, & Win Alex Campbell, Gt St Helen’s, Merchants. Jan 
30. Tuspectorship. Reg Feb 8 

Seal, Chas Wm, Leighdelamere, Wilts, Farmer, 
Feb 8, 


Jan 23, Conv. Neg 





‘Sharp, Pasmatiy Taunton, Somerset, Grocer. Jan 10, Cm ie 

Simpson, Isaac, East Leake, Notts, Wheelwright. Jan 21. Conv. 
Reg Feb 9. 

Sames, Wm Thos, am Lancaster, Wine Merchant. Jan 20, 
Conv. Reg Feb | 

Whitaker, Wm, & ‘Eawin Lambert, Leeds, Cloth Manufacturers. 
Feb 2. Comp. Reg Feb 8. 

TueEspay, Feb. 14, 1865. 

Abraham, John, Aldermanbury, Woollen Warehouseman. Jan 16. 
Comp. Reg Feb 10. 

Antwis, sg nc ery Tustin, Lpool, Tailors and Drapers. Jan 19. 
Cony. Reg Feb 


Askam, John ble] Sheffield, Publican. Jan 16. Conv. Reg Feb 11. 

Ball, Joseph, & Wm Atkinson, Southport, Lancaster, builders. Jan 
20. Comp. Reg Feb 11. 

Berger, Fras, & Lee Berger, Mincing-lane, Metal Brokers. Jan 18. 
Comp. Reg Feb 13. 

Bowes, Edmd, Lpool, Broker. Feb 9. Conv. Reg Feb 10. 

Burns, Geo, Edgware-rd, Printer. Jan 25. Comp. Reg Feb 10. 

Carne, John, ay lai Lambeth, Timber Merchant. Jan 14. 
Comp. Reg Feb9 

a, Hy, Lpool, Dealer in Fancy Goods. Jan19. Comp. Reg 

Jan 30. Conv, 


ee Albt John, Flete Farm, Kent, Farmer. Reg 


=. John Warwick, Plymouth, Publisher. Jan 23. Cony. Reg 
Few beans John, Wolverton, Buckingham, Coachbuilder. Jan 18, Asst. 
ined Feb Macclesfield, Chester, Miller. 
Geo bark, Nottingham, Fishmonger. 


Jan 17. Comp. Reg 


Jan 21. Conv. Reg Feb 10. 


Granger, Pressey, Tottenham, Middx, out ofbusiness. Feb7. Comp. 
Reg Feb il 

Hague, Jas, Shaw, Lancaster, Cotton Spinner. Jan 19. Cony. Reg 
Feb Il. 

Harrison, Issbella, Bath, Milliner. Jan 18. Conv. Reg Feb 11. 

Horridge, Jas, Radcliffe, Lancaster, Cotton Manufacturer, Jan 17. 
Comp. Reg Feb 11. 

Howlet, Wm, Wellington, Salop. Jan27. Conv. Reg Feb 1 

Husband, Eliz, St John’s-wood, Widow. Feb 11, Geee. Reg 
Feb 14. 

Jefferys, a Melksham, Wilts, Corn Merchant. Jan 13. Comp. 
Reg Feb 1 

Kennard, joel Tottenham-ct-rd, Ironmonger. Jan 14. Comp. Reg 
Feb 10. 

Knight, Geo, Sarre, Kent, Builder. Jan 16. Cony. Reg Feb 13, 

Lowe, John, Cheltenham, Printer. Feb7. Conv. Reg Feb 11. 


Marsland, Wm, Chester, Jeweller. Feb 10. Comp. Reg Feb 13. 

Maxwell, — Constable, Lancaster, Cotton Spinner. Jan 24. Cony, 
Reg Feb 1 

Mellor, Dank, Oldham, Lancaster, 
Reg Feb I. 

Mellor, Danl, Thos Collingwood, & Jonathan Radcliffe, eee Lan- 
easter, Cotton Spinners. Jan 23, Conv. Reg Feb 1 


Cotton Spinner, Jan 19, Conv. 


Mitchell, Jas ‘Hy, Northumberland-ter, fA Jnl Comm 
Agent. Feb7. Comp. Reg Feb 10 
Jan 30. Asst, Reg 


Nathan, Hy, Duke-st, Aldgate, General Dealer. 
Feb Il. 

Oldacres, Thos Holmes, Peckham, Comm Agent. Jan 28. Comp. 
Reg Feb 14. 

Palmer, John, Lpool, & Bessie Cox, Grassendale, Widow, Tanners. 
Jan 16. Conv. Reg Feb 11. 


Reay, — Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Millwright. Feb4. Conv. Reg 

Feb 1 

tert, Wm, Huddersfield, Mungo and Waste Dealer. Jan 27. Conv, 
Reg Feb 14 


Simpson, John, Sheffield, Table Blade Manufacturer. Jan 18. Comp. 
Reg Feb 13. 

Smith, Geo, Manch, Cattle Dealer. Feb 2. Comp. Reg Feb 11. 

Spraggs, Richd, Bidley-rd, Kingsland, out of business, Jan 31. Comp. 
Reg Feb 1! 


Tadloo, David, Diamond-row, Mile End, Putcher. Jan 16. Comp. 
Reg Feb tl. 

Terry, Edwin Howard, Sussex-pl, Camden-town, Carpenter. Jan 18. 
Comp. Reg Feb 13. 


Tonge, John Sidney, & Wm Smith, Hulme, Manch, Varnish Manufac- 
turers. Jan 18. Conv. Reg Feb 13. 

Wilson, Thos, Westbromwich, Coach Spring Manufacturer. 
Reg Feb 13. 

Wood, Chas, Plymouth, Auctioneer. Jan 16. Inspectorship. Reg 
Woodford, Adolphus Fredk Alex, Swillington, York, Clerk. Feb 4. 
Comp. Reg Feb 1}. 
Woodrow, John Hockley, 

Feb 11. 
Wright, Robt, Lowestoft, 
Asst. Reg Feb 10. 
Youlten, Wm John, Bristol, Auctioneer. Jan 24. Conv, Reg Feb 13, 


Bankrupts. 
Farpay, Feb. 10, 1865, 
To Surrender in London. 

Bohrer, Hy, East Greenwich, Kent, Musical Composer. 

March 1 at 12. Silvester, Newington. 5 
Brede, Robt Jas, Springfield-rd, Colney Hatch, Architect. 

Feb 27 at 2. Grout, Scott’s- -yd, 
Carpenter, Geo, William’s-mews, Knightsbridge, Joiver’s Foreman. 

Pet Feb 8. Feb 22 atl. Marshall, Hatton-garden. 
Callen, Geo, Winchester, Southampton, Builder. Pet Feb8 Feb 22 


Release. 


3ond.st, Tailor. Jan 12. Comp. Reg Feb 8. 


Suffolk, Fishing Boat Owner, Jan 13, 


Pet Feb 4. 
Pet Feb 2. 


at 2. Harrison & Lewis, Old Jewry. 

Clubb, John Wm, Tyler-st, Golden-sq, kishmonzer. Pet Fe 6. Feb 
22 at 12. Royle, Gt Mariborough-st. 

Croxford, Joseph Cooper, Chapel-row, Clerkenwell, Brazicr. Pet Feb 


7, Feb22at 1, Tonge, Southampton-bidgs, 
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sea Thos, Sentai: Saddler. Pet Feb 7. March 1 at 2, 
Kingdon & Williams, Lawrence-lane, 

Delachi, Gaspard, and Chas Vincent, Broard-st-bidgs, Merchants. 
Pet Feb7. Feb 23atll. Mason & Co, Gresham-st. 

Dolbear, Thos, sen, Mount-st, Grosvenor-sq, Coach Builder. Pet Feb 
6. Feb 23at1!1. Padmore, Westminster-bridge-rd. 

Elstob, Eliz Ann, Burton-st, Katon-sq, Spinster. Tet Feb 2. Feb 21 
atl2. Marshall, Hatton-garden. 

Georgiades, Demosthenes Demetrius, Mark-lane, Merchant’s Clerk. 
Pet Feb 2. Feb 27 atl. Thomas & Hollams, Mincing-lane. 

a agg 3enj, jun, Datchet, Bucks, Butcher. Pet Feb 6. Feb 23 at 
ll. Marshall, Hatton-garden. 

Howard, Geo, Prov idence-row, Finsbury, Bonnet Crown Manufac- 
turer. Pet Feb6. Feb 23 at ll. Chapple, Gt Carter-lane. 

Hutchison, John, & Jas Hutchison, Warwick-st, Regent-st, Scotch 
Fancy Hosiers. Pet Feb 4. Feb 21 at i. Mason & Co, Gresham-st. 

Henwood, Wm Blake, Newman-st, Oxford-st, Tailor. Pet Feb 8. 
Feb 23 at 12. Allen, Southampton-bldgs, Chancery-lane. 

Jones, Wm, Gromwell- rd, Colney Hatch, Builder. Pet Feb6. Feb 
22 at 12. Howell, Cheapside, 

Kightley, Wm, Ledbury-rd, Bayswater, Builder. Pet Feb6. March 
tatl. Smith, White fri ars “st. 

Lovy, Alfred, High-st, Poplar, Tailor. DPet Feb 7. Feb 23 at 12. 
Soloman, Finsbury epl. 

Lowen, Chas, Luton, Bedford, Br icklayer, Pot Feb 6. Feb 21 at 2. 
Treherne & Wolfersts in, Aldérmanbury. 

Marr, John Marshall, Gravesend, Kent, Gent. Pet Feb 6. Feb 22 at 
12. Taylor & Co, Gt James- st. 

Morris, Thos, Euston-sq, Tailor. Pet Feb 7. March lat 1, King, 
Cheapside, 

Matthews, Wm, Desboronyh-pl, Paddington, Builder, Pet Feb 8. 
March 8 at 12. Chidley, Old Jewr 

Packard, Hy, Scole, Norfolk, } Morchan - Pet Jan 26. Feb 22 atl, 
Sheriff & Son, Fenchurch-st, 

Roberts, Robt, Kent-st, Borough, Grocer. Pet Feb 4. March lat, 
Wood & Ring, Basinghall-st. 

Stafford, Edwd Gordon, Alfred-pl, Bedford-sq, Patentee of a Machine 
for Printing in Colours. Pet Feb 8. Feb 22 at 2. Peverley. Cole- 
man-st. 

Stovens, Hy, Leytons ei Essex, > ial Fet Feb7. March lat 
3. Houghton & Wragg, St Helen’s- 

Sowell, T hos, Stanc Reames i Poe deat Miller. Pet Feb 9, Feb 23 
atl. Law, Stamford. 

Weatherley, Chas Ily, South Norwood, Clerkin the General Post Office. 
Pet Feb 7. Feb 22at1. Bennett, Mark-lane. 

Woodstock, Stephen, Leather-lane, Holborn, Boot Maker. Yet Feb 6. 
March lat 2. Bartley, Bucklersbury. 








To Surrender in the Country. 
Barnes, Rdwd Wim, Norwich, Baker. Pet Feb 8. Norwich, Feb 22a 
ll. Kmerson, Norwich 
Bell, Giles Lacell, Rochest ter, Kent, Carpenter. Pet Feb 7. Rochester, 
Feb 24at 2. Mor gan, Maidstone. 
Brodie, Hy Hus zh, Wolverhapton, Stafford, Ivon Moulder. Pet Jan 30, 
Wolverliampton, March 2ati2. Thurstans, Wolverhampton, 
Brown, John Walker, Stretford, Lancaster, out of business. Pet Feb 
7. Manch, Feb 22 at 11. Crowther, Manch. 
Barton, John, Newborough, Northampton, Blacksmith, Pet Feb 4. 
Peterborough, Feb 22 at 1}. = aylor, Peterborough. 
Brown, Jas, Morley, nr Leeds, lankeeper. Pet Feb 8. Leeds, Feb 20. 
at ll. Harlo, Leeds 
Barber, Jas, jun, Wortwe Nl, Norfoik, Thatcher. Pet Feb 8, Harleston, 
Feb 24 at 12. Gudgeon jun, Stowmarket. 
Bolton, Wm, sen, Little Witley, Worcester, Farmer. Pet Feb 4, 
Worcester, Feb 21 at 11, Wilson, Worcester. 
Cadman, Geo, Stanton upon Hine Heath, Salop, Farmer, Pet Jan 17, 
Wem, Feb 21 at 12. Davies, Shrewsbury. 
Cole, Hy, Boston, Lincoln, Grocer. Pet Feb 7. Boston, Feb 20 at 11. 
sailes, Boston. 
Charlesworth, di _ Eceleshill, York, Schoolmaster. Pet Feb 7. 
Bradford, Feb 28 at 9.45. Hill, Bradford, 
Clough, Jolin, New Wortley, ur Leeds, out of business. Pet Feb 4. 
Leeds, Feb 24 at 12. He weeds. 
Cooper, Wim, Willenhall, Stafforc i, Grocer. Pet Jan30. Wolverhamp- 
ton, March 2 at 12. Str: atton, Wolverh: impton, 
Caldwe™, wan, 8 Salford, Lancaster, no occupation. Pet Feb 6. Salford, 
Fey 25 at 9.30. Be nt Manch. 
Dew, Chas, Salisbury, Whitesmith. Pet Feb 4. Salisbury, Feb 20 at 
40. Hiil, Salisbury 
Donkin, E divin, $ Southampton, Boot Maker. Pet Feb 7. South: ees 
March | at 12. Mackey. 
D.vis, Edwin Price, birm, Accountant. Pet Feb 6. Birm, Feb 37 at 
10. James & Griffin, Birm. 
Doal, Jas, Mount Bures, Essex, Thatcher. Pet Feb 7, Colchester, 
Feb 25 at 12, Jones, Colchester. 
Emery, Wm, Stafford, Stonemason. Pet Feb4d. Stafford, Feb 21 at 
ie Hinds, Stafford, 
Ellis, Wm, Swansea, Glamorgan, Stevedore. Pet Feb 8. Swansea, 
Feb 20 at 2, Morris, Swansea. 
Frieser, Morris, Manch, Manufacturing Clothier. Pet Feb 2. Manch, 
Feb 22 at 12, Leigh, Manch. 
Harrison, Eliz, Hyde, Chester, Beerhouse Keeper. Pet Feb 7. Iyde, 
Feb 22 at 12, Hibbert, Hyde. 
Hillier, Fredk, Southampton, Builder, Adj Feb 8. Southampton, 
March | at 12. Mackey. 
Hallam, Geo Brough, Birm, Hairdresser. Pet Feb 7. Birm, Feb 27 
at 10. East, Birm. 
Hutchinson, Geo, Islebeck, Bagby, York, Brick Maker. Pet Feb 6. 
Thirsk, Feb 22 at Il. Mason, York, 
Hudson, John, Leeds, Shoemaker, Pet Feb 4. Leeds, Feb 24 at 12. 
Simpson, Leeds, 
Hawkin, Richd, sen, Yor, Baker. Pet Feb 7. Leeds, Feb 20 at 11. 
Young, York. 
Howes, Stephen, Northam ton, Tobacconist. Pet Feb 7. Northamp- 
ton, Feb 25 at 10, Shoes:nith, Northampton. 
Hopton, Wm, New Wortley, Leeds, Plumber, Pet Feb 4. Leeds, Feb 
24at 12. Harle, Leeds, 




















Scion ‘om Wileslaninebitih Stafford, Beerseller. Pet Feb 1. 
Wolverhampton, March 2 at 12. Ward, Wolverhampton. 

Lowe, David, Litchurch, Derby, Iron Roller. Pet Feb 6, Derby, Feb 
23 atl2. Briggs, Derby. 

Lloyd, Geo, Pembroke Dock, Shipwright. Tet Feb 6. Pembroke, Feb 
25 at 9,30. Parry, Pembroke Dock. 

Lancaster, John, & John Worsnop, Prisoners for Debt, Lpool. Pet 
Feb6, Feb 22atll. Martin, Lpool. 

Laxton, Jas, Pinchbeck, Baker. Pet Feb 6. Spalding, Feb 21 at 9. 
Percival, Spalding. 

Loveluck, John, jun, Llanwonno, Glmorganshire, outof business, Pet 
Feb 6. Cardiff, Feb 21 at 11. Davis, Cardiff, 

McCartin, Daniel, Berry Edge, Durham, Mason. Yet Feb 4, Shotley 
Bridge, Feb 22 at 3. Brignal, Durham. 

Matson, Francis, Sheepshead, Leicester, Plumber, Pet Feb 7. Lough- 
borough, Feb 22 at tl. Deane, Loughborough. 

Martin, Thos, Newport, Vlatelayer. Pet Feb 7. Newport, Feb 21 at 2. 
Pain, Newport. 

Morgan, Wm, Swansea, Boot Maker. Pet Jan 30. Swansea, Feb 20 
at 2. Morris, Swansea. 

Molesworth, Geo, Ogley Hay, Stafford, Painter, Pet Feb 6. Lichfield, 
Feb 24 at 10. Wilson, Lichfield. 

Newton, Enoch, Penrith, Cumberland, Dealer in China. Pet Feb 8. 
Penrith, Feb 27 at 11. Cant, Penrith. 

Nether sole, Francia, Swansea, no occupation, Pet Jan 30. Swansea, 
Feb 20 at 2. Morris, Swansea. 

Nelson, Hy, Oldham, Lancaster, Cotton Wasto Dealer, Pet Jan 2. 
Oldham, Feb 23 at 12. Buckley, Oldham, 

gee Owen, Lpool, Builder. Pet Feb 6. Feb 23at 12. Browne, 
Lpool. 

tanane John Thos, Chipping Warden, Northampton, Blacksmith, 
Pet Feb 4. Banbury, Feb 23 atl0. Kilby, Banbury. 

Partington, John, Prisoner for Debt, Manch. Pct Jan 3!. Manch, 
Feb 27 at 9.30. Dawson, Manch. 

Perioli, Paulo, Cardiff, Ship Chandler. Pet Feb 7, Cardiff, Feb 27 at 
ll. Raby, Cardiif. 

Pollard, Wm, jun, Worcester, Butcher. Pet Feb 7. Worcester, Feb 
28 atll. Wilson, Worcester. 

Rowlinson, Richd Barnes, Prisoner for Debt, London, Pet Feb 7. 
Feb 22at 11. Atkinson & Bartlett, Lpool. 

Rose, Wm, Birm, Nail Maker. Pet Jan18. Birm, Feb 27 at 10. 

Sutton. Ellis, & Saml Sutton, Radcliffe, Lancaster, Cotton Spinners. 
Pet Feb 2. Manch, Feb 22 at 12. Sale & Co, Manch. 
f£awkins, Jas, —— Essex, Coachbuilder. Pet Feb7. Saffron 
Waldon, Feb 25 at 12. Thurgood, Saffron Walden. 

Scorah, Thos, Sheffield, Shoe Maker, Pet Feb 8. Sheffield, March 2 
atl. Micklethwaite, Sheffield. 

Smith, Wm Workman, Aston, Warwick, Straw Hat and Bonnet 
Manufacturer. Pet Feb & LBirm, Feb 24 at 12, Smalibone, 
Coventry. 

Stroud, Wm, Little London, Chichester, Coach Builder. Pet Feb 1. 
Chiehester, Feb 22 at 12. Lamb, Brighton. 

Townsend, Geo, Longton, Stafford, China Manufacturer. Pet Feb 9. 
Birm, F2 b 24 at 12. James & Griffin, Birm. 

Torr, John Geo, Derby, Wire Worker. Vet Feb3. Derby, Feb 23 at 12. 
Leech, Derby. 

Turner, Edwd, Egremont, Cumberland, Grocer, Pet Feb 6. White- 
haven, Feb 21 at 10. Paitson, Whitehaven. 

Tudor, Hy, Manch, out of business. Pet Feb 7. Salford, March 4 at 
9.30, Bent, Manch. 

Tupman, Jas, Goole, York, Publican. Pet Feb 8. Leeds, Feb 27 at 
11. Lond & Barwick, Leeds. 

Williams, Benj Hughes, Chester, out ofbusiness. Pet Feb7. Lpool, 
Feb 20 at 3. Grocott, Lpool. 

Williams, Humphrey, "Lianchundr Denbigh, Farmer, Yet Feb 8. 
Denbizh, Feb 22 abil, Louis, Ruth iit. 

Wood, John, New Malton, York, Builder. Pet Feb 8. Leeds, Feb 27 
at Il. Bond & Barwick, Leeds. 

Willacy, Jas, Manch, Grinder. Pet Feb 6. Manch Feb 27 at 9.30, 
Law, Manch. 

Wright, John, Leominster, Sussex, Publican. Pet Feb 6. Arundel, 
Feb 22 at ll. Lamb, Brighton. 

Woolgar, ‘Thos, Ch eriton. Kent, llarness Maker, Vet Feb 8. Folkes- 

it 3. Minter, Folkest« me. 

Eastburn, Otley, York, Lead Miner. Vet Feb 8. Leeds, 
Feb 20 at ll. Booth & C loug rh, Leeds, 

Wood, hos Hughes, Mauch, Comm Agent. Vet Feb 4, Manch, Feb 
27 at 11. Boote & Roylance, Manch. 

Young, Wm, Barton-on-Humber, Lincoln, Chemist, Tet Feb 6. 
Barton-on-Ilumber, Feb 21 at 11. Mason, Barton, 














Tvurspay, Feb, 14, 1865, 
To Surrender in London. 
Bacon, Robt Cesar, Duke st, St James’s, Lieut. Pet Feb 10. Feb 28 
at 2. Keane, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 
Beckwith, Wm, Kingsland-rd, Carpenter. Pet Feb 9. Feb 28 at 12. 
Angell, Guildhall-yard, 
Blake, Wm, Pentonville-rd, Coach Builder. Pet Feb 9. Feb 27 at 11. 
Cooper, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 
Brooker, Hy, jun, Upper Joln-st, Hoxton Old Town, Oilman’s Assist- 
ant. Pet Feb 9, Feb 27 at ll. Moss, Martin’s- lane, Cannon-st, 
Clark, Thos, Albert-ter, York-rd, King’s-cross, Carman. Pet Feb 9. 
March 8 at 12. Ricketts, Frederick-st, Gray’s-inn-rd. 

Davis, Alf, Victoria-ter, Stockwell, Clerk. Pet Feb9. March6 atl. 
Mackeson & Goldring, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 

De Rose, Thos Hy, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Feb 8 (for pau). 
Feb 28 atl. Hill, Basinghall-st. 

Franey, Edmund, Montpelier-sq, Knightsbridge, Comm Traveller. 
Pet Feb 10. Feb 28 atl. Searth, Air-st, Regent-st. 

Howard, Geo, Blackfriars-r le ne A and Splint Cutter. Pet Feb 
2. March dat ll, Gray, Gray’s- 

Joy, Hy, Robertsbridge, Sussex, Vic rae aller. Pet Feb 10. Feb 28 at 1. 
Sole & Co, Aldermanbary 

Gardiner, Robt Fredk Geo, “Hig h-st, Southwark, Machinist. Pet Feb 
10. Feb 27 at12. M: ay & Norton, Adelaide-pl, London-bridge. 

Gentry, John, jun, Stratford, Essex, Watch Maker. Pet eb 10, Feb 
27 at 12, Hilleary & Co, Feuchurch-bldgs, 
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Hatton, Jesse, Bear-st, Barman. Pet Feb 11. Feb 27 at 1. Pook, 
Gresham-st. 

Lewis, Robt, Mincing-lane, Cotton Broker, March 8 at 1. 
Wright & Bonner, London-st. 

Moss, Saml Moses, Leadenhall-st, Merchant. 
ll. Reed & Phelps, Gresham-st. 

Parr, Saml Manning, Norfolk-sq, Hyde-park, out of business. Pet 
Feb 9. Feb 28 at 12. Bramwell, Scott’s-yd, Cannon-st. 

Postan, Mary Anne Cley, Brighton, Boarding-house, Keeper. Pet Feb 

Feb 27 at 1. 


Pet Feb 9. 
Pet Feb 10, March6 at 


9. March 8 at 12. Linklaters & Co, Walbrook. 

Sanders, Alf, Woolwich, Kent, Painter. Pet Feb 11. 
Buchanan, Basinghall-st. 

Saunders, Geo Edwd, Portland-st, Soho, Butcher, Pet Feb 9. Feb 27 
at ll. Wyatt, King’s-rd, Bedford-row. 

Smith, Wm Sidney, Palmerston-st, Battersea, out of business. Pet 
Feb 13. March 2 at 11. Harrison & Lewis, Old Jewry. 

Southgate, Saml Nelson, Colchester, Essex, Baker. Pet Feb 11. 
March 6 at 1!. Harrison & Lewis, Uld Jewry. 

Spratt, Thos, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Feb 7 (for pau). March 
lat 2. Atkinson, Quality-ct, Chancery-lane. 

Spriggs, Hy, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Feb 8 (for pan). March 
8at 12. Atkinson, Quality-ct, Chancery-lane. 

Stratton, John, Thomas’s Hotel, Charles-st, St James’s, out of busi- 
ness. Pet Feb 10. Feb 27 at ll. Miller & Smith, Chatham-pl. 

Thorneroft, Hy, Hamilton-rd, Lower Norwood, Butcher. Pet Feb 9. 
March 8 atl. Westall, Gray’s-inn-sq. 

Tombs, John Honeywill Viol, Spencer-rd, Stoke Newington, out of bu- 
siness. Pet Feb9, Feb 28 at 12. Peverley, Coleman-st. 


To Surrender in the Country. 

Adams, Arthur Ormsby, Birm, out of business, Pet Feb 9. Birm, 
Feb 27 at 10. Parry, Birm. 

Archer, Matthew John, High Wycombe, Bucks, Butcher. Pet Feb 9. 
High Wycomb, Feb 24 at 11. Marshall, High Wycombe. 

Burnes, Thos, Sheflield, Shopkeeper. Pet Feb 9. Sheffield, March 2 
atl. Binney & Son, Sheffield. 

Burney, Jas, Maryport, Cumberland, Master Mariner, 
Cockermouth, Feb 27 at 3. Mondorff, Cockermouth. 

Dill, Robt, Sheffield, Draper. Pet Feb 3. Sheffield, March 3 at 12, 
Binney & Son, Sheflield. 

Evans, David, Prisoner for Debt, Lpool. Adj Dec 14. Lpool, Feb 22 
at ll 


Yet Feb 10. 


Fell, Jas, Sidbury, Worcester, Shoemaker. Pet Feb 10, Worcester, 
Feb 28 at 11. Tree, Worcester. 

Fisher, John, Smethwick, Stafford, Furnace Builder. 
Oldbury, Feb 22 at 10. Shakespeare, Oldbury. 

Fowle, Thos Lloyd, Purton, Wilts, Mus. Doe. 
Feb 24at ll. King & Plummer, Bristol. 

Freeman, Thos, & Geo Freeman, Otley, York, Joiners. Pet Feb 8. 
Otley, March 1 at 11, Siddall, Otley. 

Haines, Edwd Hunt, Alcester, Warwick, Hotel Keeper. Pet Dec 29. 
Birm, Feb 24 at 12. Allen, Birm, and Jones & Son, Alcester. 


Pet Feb 9, 


Pet Feb 10. Bristol, 


Heath, Wm, Dartmouth, Boot and Shoe Dealer. Pet Feb 7. Totnes, 
Feb 25 at 12. Michaelmore, Totnes. 
Holland, John Thos, Coventry, Coal Dealer, Pet Feb 13. Birm, 


March 3 at 12. James & Griflin, Birm. 

Hopps, Jas Alex, & John Robt Caine, Lpool, Grocers. 
Lpool, Feb 25 at 11. Browne, Lpool. 

James, Anthony, Winslow, Hereford, Cattle Salesman. 
Birm, March 3 at 12. Fitter, Birm. 
Kirkham, Thos, & Jas Martin Leeming, Manch, Spinners, 
Manch, Feb 28 at 12. Leeming, Manch. 
Lewis, Wm, Ross, Hereford, Coach Builder, 
2at 12. Minett, Ross 

Littlejolins, John, Prisoner for Debt, Devon, 
March 7 at 11. 

Pitt John Ndwd, Evesham, Worcester, Veterinary Surgeon. 
Feb 10. Birm, March Sat 12. Smith, Birm, 

Powner, Thos, Stoke-upon-Trent, Stafford, Butcher. Pet Feb 6. 
Stoke-upon-Trent, Feb 25at 11. Stevenson, Stoke-upon-Trent. 

I'veston, Alf, Northampton, Beerseller. Pet Feb 11. Northampton, 
March 4.at 10. Sheild & White, Northampton. 

Purnell, Stephen, Upton St Leonards, Gloucester, Beerseller, 
10. Gloucester, Feb 25 at 12. Jones, Gloucester. 

Roberts. John, Manch, Organ Builder. Vet Feb 10. 
at 930. Whitworth, Manch. 

Roberts, Robt, Dolgelley, Merioneth, Tailor. 
Feb 25at2. Jones, Dolgelley. 

Russell, Hy, Kidderminster, Plumber. Pet Feb 4 (for pau). 
cester, Feb 27 at 11. Wilson, Worcester. 

Scott, Jas, Luton, Bedford, Hat and Bonnet Block Maker. 
Luton, Feb 27 at 4. Shepherd, Luton, 

Seabright, Saml, Aldershot, Hants, Carpenter. Pet Feb 11. Farnham, 
Feb 25at 12. White, Guildford. 

Smart, Geo, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. Adj Jan 18, Manch, Feb 
27 at 930, Gardner, Manch. 

Smith, Cornelius, Leicester, Tailor. 
at 10.30. Arnall, Leicester. 

Swaffield, John Fredk, Aldershot. Hants, Plumber, 
Farnham, Feb 25 at 12. White, Guildford. 

Thompson, Andrew, Longton, Stafford, Herbalist. Pet Feb 8. 
Stoke-upon-Trent, Feb 25 at 11. E.& A. Tennant, Hanley. 

Tolson, Fredk John, Ossett, York, Railway Clerk. Pet Feb 10. Dews- 
bury, Feb 24 at 11. Iberson, Dewsbury. 

Warington, Ily, Northampton, Whitesmith. Pet Feb 11. Northamp- 
ton, March 4 at 10, Shield & White, Northampton. 

Whalley, John, & Edwd Whalley, Radcliffe Bridge, Lancaster, Manu- 
facturers. Pet Feb 8, Manch, March 2 at 12. Boote, Manch. 

BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Frinay, Feb. 10, 1865. 

Erich, Theodor, Newgate-st, Foreign Glass Manufacturer. Teb 2. 

Tichborne, Sir Alfred Joseph Doughty, Tichborue-park, nr Alresford, 
Hants, Bart. Feb 6. 

Wright, Jas, jun, Stoke Newington, Tobacco Manufacturer. 

Tuespay, Feb, 14, 1865, 
Tate, Francis, Axminster, Devon, Clerk in Holy Orders, Feb 7, 


Pet Feb 6. 
Pet Feb 13. 
Pet Feb 9, 
Pet Feb 9. Ross, March 
Adj Feb 10. Exeter, 


Pet 


Pet Feb 
Manch, Feb 27 
Pet Feb 10. Dolgelley, 
Wor- 


Pet Feb 8. 


Pet Feb 9. Leicester, March 4 


Yet Feb 11. 


Feb 8. 





THE LONDON AND PROVINCIAL 
M ORTGAGE BANK OF ENGLAND 
(LIMITED), 

To be Incorporated under the Companies’ Act, 1862, whereby the Liability 
of each Shareholder is Limited to tlie amount of his Share. 
CariraL: £200,000 in 8,000 Shares of £25 each, with power to increase 
to One Million. 

Deposit upon Application, 10s. per Share, £2 upon Allotment. 





Di RECTORS. 
Thomas Bendyshe, Esq., Old square, Lincoln’s-inn, W.C, 
Edmund J. Bridell, Esq., Chairman of the National Boiler Insurance 
Company, Cheapside, E.C. 
Robert S. Craig, Esq., Merchant, East India-avenue, Leadenhall-street, 
.C. 


James A. Foot, Esq., 10, King’s Bench-walk, Temple, E.C. 

F. Blackall Jervis, Esq., Jermyn-street, London ; and Beech-hill, Woking, 
Surrey. 

J. McMaster, Esq., Director of the National Financial Company, 

F. W. Sedgwick, Esq., Hyde Vale, Blackheath, Kent, Director of the 
West Cork Railway Company. 

Sir William Smith, Bart., Eardestone Hall, Worcestershire, Director of 
the Venezuela Railway Company. 

Thomas G, Williams, Esq., Sevenoaks, Kent. 

With power to add to their number. 
BankKErs—-The Imperial Bank, Lothbury, London, E.C., and 53, Parlia- 
ment-street, London, S,W. 

Broxer—J. G. Bone, Esq., 2, Copthall-court, Throgmorton-street, E,C. 
So.icrrorns—Messrs. Mercer & Mercer, Mincing-lane, E C. 
Avupitors—Messrs, Prescott, Hawkins, & Co., Accountants, Strand, 
London, W.C.; A. Craig, Esq., Royal Exchange-buildings, London, E.C. 
SecreTary—T. N. Cathrall, Esq. 

Temporary OrFrices—196, Strand, London, W.C. 


PROSPECTUS. 

This Company is established to provide a want long felt, whereby Free- 
hold and every description of land and property may be made easily 
negotiable, and greater facilities given to secure immediate advances on 
this class of securities. 

The Credit Foncier, a company similar to the London and Provincial 
Mortgage Bank of England, at their last meeting, declared that their net 
profits for the six months ending August 27, after paying all expenses, 
amounted to £42,219 5s, 11d., or equal to 180 per cent. per annum on the 
amount of capital called up. 

The great delay, difficulty, and heavy charges entailed in the present 
mode of obtaining an advance by the mortgage of property will by this 
Company be avoided, and a more simple and expeditious system afforded. 

A Bank, with the possession of large resources, and having on its staff 
competent and able advisers in every capacity, will be in a position to 
give immediate attention to every proposal. 

In addition to the ordinary business of advancing money on mortgage, 
this company will act as agents to investors and borrowers, and a register 
will be kept of all sums available for investment and sums wanted to be 
borrowed. A commission will be charged on each transaction, and from 
this source considerable profits will be realised. 

The Bank will also act in the capacity of Financial Agents, advancing 
on the mortgage of county and borough rates, which are duly secured by 
Acts of Parliament or Royal Charter, for the purposes of erecting county 
asylums, workhouses, gaols, cemeteries, and other public buildings, in 
the various counties and towns of England. ‘ 

The Capita! of the Company being invested on security of unquestion- 
able character, it is intended to issue mortgage debentures at fixed rates 
of interest, payable half-yearly, for long or short periods, at the discre- 
tion of the investors, who will thus have ample security; and the 
Directors have reason to rely upon receiving large resources in this form. 

Important negociations are pending with gentlemen of the highest 
commercial position, for the formation of influential connections in the 
North of England. 

Should more Shares be applied for than are allotted, the surplus of the 
deposit, oa application, will be applied towards the payment on the 
further deposit on the Shares allotted, and, in the event of no allotment 
being made, the deposit will be returned without deduction, The 
Directors reserve to themselves the power of changing the name of the 
Company, if thought desirable. ‘ 

No application for Shares can be entertained unless the deposit-money 
upon the Shares applied for has been previously paid to the Bankers of 
the Company. Applicants from the country can remit the amount of 
deposit-money either by cheque or Post-office Order, made payable to the 

sunkers. 

, Prospectuses and Forms of Application for Shares may be obtained at 
the Offices of the Company, 196, Strand, London, W.C.; of J. G, Bone, 
Esq., Stockbroker, 2, Copthall-court, Throgmorton-street, London, E.C. ; 
of Messrs. Mercer & Mercer, Solicitors, 9, Mincing-lane, London, E.C. ; 
and of the Bankers. . 

The Memorandum and Articles of Association may be inspected at the 
Offices of the Company. - 
FORM OF APPLICATION FOR SHARES. 

To the Directors of Tue Lonpon AND PROVINCIAL MoRTGAGE BANK OF 
ENGLAND (LIMITED). 
Per Messts. Prescott, Hawkins, & Co., Financial Agents, 196, Strand, 
London, W.C, 

Gentlemen,— Having paid to your Bankers the sum of ’ bey | 
a deposit of 10s. per Share on Shares in the above Company, 
hereby request that you will allot me that number, and I agree to accept 
the same, or any less number you may allot me, and to become a Member 
of the Company; and I authorise you to place my name on the Register 
of Members for the Shares so allotted ; and I agree to be bound by all the 
conditions and regulations contained in the Memorandum and Articles of 
Association of the Company. I further authorise you to forward by post, 
to my address as below, the certificate for any Shares which may be 
allotted to me. 











Name in full. 
Address ....... 
Firm (ifany) ... 
Profession or Business 
TID ccccccenessavetavencsecess 
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NOW READY, 


PRICE FIVE 


SHILLINGS, 


THE 


ELECTION MANUAL FOR ENGLAND AND WALES, 


A PLAIN AND PRACTICAL GUIDE 
FOR THE 
USE OF RETURNING OFFICERS, ELECTORS, CANDIDATES, AND ELECTION AGENTS ; 
WITH THE 
TEXT OF THE PRINCIPAL STATUTES, 
(Now Unrepealed,) 
INCLUDING THE CORRUPT PRACTICES ACTS, 


WITIL 


EXPLANATORY NOTES, 


By CHARLES 


FORMS, 


EDWARD LEWIS, 


AND PRECEDENTS. 


Sonicrror. 





Loxpon: BUTTERWORTHS, 7, FLEET STREET, 
Law Publishers to the Queen’s most excellent Majesty. 








ANTED, by the LIFE INVESTMENT, 

MORTGAGE, and ASSURANCE COMPANY (Limited), DIS- 

TRICT SUPERINTENDENTS of AGENTS for several localities in 

England and Scotland. Middle-aged men preferred.—Apply, Head Office, 
8, New Bridge-street, Blackfriars, EDWIN YELLARD , Manager. 


if ING'S COLLE GE, ~ LONDON. — EVENING 
‘ CLASSES in preparation for the Examinations of the Incorpo- 
rated Law Society, by JOHN CUTLER, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 

1. For the Final Examination. 

A Course of 14 Lectures, together with questions both viva voce and 
on paper, on Thursday evenings, at 7 o'clock, beginning February 16th, 
1865. 

2. For the Intermediate Examination. 

A Course of 14 Lectures, together with questions both viva voce and 
on paper, on Monday evenings, at 7 o'clock, beginning February 13th, 
1865, 

Kee for either course, £1 11s. 6d, For further information apply to 
J. W. Cunningham, Esq., King’s College, London. 

R. W. JELF, D.D., Principal. 





*“ London Gazette '’ (published by authority) and London ana Country 
Advertisement Office, No. 119, Chancery- -lane, Fleet-street. 
ENRY GREEN (many years with the late George 
Reynell) Advertisement Agent, begs to direct the attention of the 
Legal Profession to the advantages of his long experience of upwards of 
twenty years, in the special insertion of all pro forma notices, &c., and 
hereby solicits their continued support.—N.B. One copy of advertise- 
ment only required, and the strictest care and promptitude assured. 


rINO BE SOLD.—AN ISLAND, near the Coast of 

Provence, containing 5,000 Acres, House, and Farms. Regular 
communications by Government Steamers —Address, Mr. Desforges, 
Notary, 1, Rue d’Uauteville, Paris. 











Periodical Sales of Absolute or Contingent Reversions to Funded or other 
Property, Annuities, Policice of Assurance, Life Interests, Railway, 
Dock, and other Shares, Bonds, Clerical Preferments, Rent Charges, and 
all other descriptions of present or prospective Property. 7 

R. FRANK LEWIS begs to give notice that his 
SALES for the present year will take place at the GUILD- 
HALL COFFEEHOUSE, Gresham-street, on the following days, viz.:— 
Friday, March 10, Friday, July 14, Friday, October 13, 
Friday, April 14, Friday, August 11, Friday, November 10 
Friday, May 12, Friday, September 8, Friday, December 8. 
Friday, June 9, 

Particulars of properties intended for sale are requested to be forwarded 
at least 14 days prior to either of the above dates, to the offices of the 
auctioneer, 36, Coleman-street, E.C., where information as to value, &c., 
and printed cards of terms may be had. 


ROOKS & SCHALLER (removed from Piccadilly). 
—The INDEX, printed MONTHLY (first published in 1820), of 
ESTATES, Country and Town Houses, Manors, Hunting Quarters, Shoot- 
ings and Fishings, Farms, &c., to be LET or SOLD, can be had (free) at 
their Offices, 25, Charles-street, St. James’s, S.W., opposite the Junior 
United Service Club. Particulars inserted without charge, bus for next 
publication must be forwarded before the 28th of each month. 








|: "tig Set ES AND HOUSES, Country and Town 
Residences, Landed Estates, Trivestmenta; Hunting Seats, Fishing 
and Shooting Quarters, Manors, &e.—Mr. JAMES BEAL’S REGIStER of 
the above, published on the ist of each month, forwarded per post, or 
may be had on application at the Office, 209, Piccadilly, W.—Particulars 
tor insertion should be forwarded not later than the 28th of each month, 









IX PER CENT. DEBENTURES.—The Directors 
of the BRIGHTON HOTEL COMPANY (Limited), are now pre- 
pared to ISSUE a limited number of DEBENTURES for terms of years, 
in sums of £50 and upwards, bearing Interest at the rate of 6 per cent. 
per annum, payable half-yearly, 
By order, H.A. LINFORD, Secretary. 
_No. 36, Cannon- street, E. C. 


LACK’S FENDE Ro “AND” FIRE -IRON WARE- 

HOUSE is the MOST ECONOMICAL, consistent with good quality :— 
Iron Fenders, 3s.6d.; Bronzed ditto, 83. 6d., with standards; superior 
Drawing-room ditto, 14s. 6d. to 503.; Fire Irons, 23, 6d. to 20s. Patent 
Dish Covers, with handles to take off, 18s. setof six. Table Knives and 
Forks, 8s. per dozen. Roasting Jacks, complete, 73. 6d. Tea-trays, 
6s. Gd. set of three; elegant Papier Maché ditto, 25s. the set. Teapots, 
with plated knob, 5s. 6d. ; Coal Scuttles, 2s. 6d, A set of Kitchen Uten- 
sils for cottage, £3. Slack’s Cutlery has been celebrated for 50 years. 
Ivory Table Knives, 14s., 16s., and 18s, per dozen, White Bone Knives 
and Forks, 8s. 9d. and 12s.; Black Horn ditto, 8s. and 10s, All war- 
ranted, 

As the limits of an advertisement will not allow of a detailed list, pur- 
chasers are requested to send for their Catalogue, with 350 drawings, and 
prices of Electro-Plate, Warranted Table Cutlery, Furnishing Ironmon- 
gery, kc. Maybe had gratis or post free. Every articl+ marked in plain 
figures at the same low prices for which their establishment has been 
celebrated for nearly 50 years. Orders above £2 delivered carriage free 
per rail. 








RICHARD & JOUN SLACK, 336, STRAND, LONDON, 
Opposite Somerset’ House. 


GEACK cS SILVER ELE CTRO, PLATE is a coat- 


ing of pure Silver over Nickel. A combination of two metals pos- 
sessing such valuable propertics renders it in appearance and wear equa! 










to Sterling Silver, Fiddle Pattern. Thread, King's. 
2s @. £s.4a4 £830 £3 d 

Table Forks, per doz...... 110 Oandl 18 0 28 0 3.0 0 
Dessert ditto ....eeeeee. 1 0 Oandl 10 0 115 0 220 
Table Spoons ..... +» 110 Oandl 18 0 28 0 3.00 
Dessert ditto « | 0 Oandl1 10 0 115 0 220 
Tea Spoons ...+.+. eooceee O12 OandO 18 0 13 6 110 06 
Every Article for the Table asin Silver. A Sample Tea Spoon for- 


warded on receirt of 20 stamps. 


YO SOLICITORS, &c., requiring DEED BOXES, 
will find the best-made article lower than any other house. Lists 
of Prices and sizes may be had gratis cr sent post. free. 
RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 336, Strand, opposite Som erset House 
Established nearly © 50 years. On ders above £2 sent carriage free. 


Price 2s. 

M\VHE LAW OF TRADE MARKS, with some 
account of its History and Developement in the Decisions of the 

Courts of Law and Equity. By EDWARD LLOYD, Esq., of Lincoln’s- 

inn, Barrister-at-Law, London. 

‘Lam indebted to the very valuable little publication of Mr. Lloyd, 
who has collected all the authorities on this subject."—V.C. Woop, in 
McAndrew y. Bassett, March 4. 

Landon 459, Gatey- -street, Lincoln’s-inn, W.C. 














In one . volnme, crown 8yo, price 3 
TREATISE ON ‘THE ENGLISH LAW OF 
DOMICIL. Dedicated, by permission, to Vice-Chancellor Sir 
Richard Torin Kindersley. By OLIVER STEPHEN ROUND, Esq., ot 
Lincoln’s-inn, Barrister-at- Law. 
London; 59, Carey-strect, Lincoln’s-inn, W.C. 





